THE CiTtYy oF SAN DiEGO

REPORT TO THE HEARING OFFICER

HEARING DATE: February 11, 2015 REPORT NO. HO-15-015
ATTENTION: Hearing Officer

SUBJECT: MORSE RESIDENCE PROJECT NO. 323667

LOCATION: 5550 Calumet Avenue

APPLICANT: Samantha Tosti, Martin Architecture

SUMMARY

Issue: Should the Hearing Officer approve a Site Development Permit and Coastal
Development Permit to remodel an existing single family residence to allow a minor
addition to the first floor and a new second-story of approximately 1,015 square feet for a
total gross floor area of approximately 2,935 square feet and the after-the-fact permitting
and color coating of a coastal bluff protective device (gunite) at 5550 Calumet Avenue?

Staff Recommendation — Approve Site Development Permit No. 1130780 and Coastal
Development Permit No. 1131955.

Community Planning Group Recommendation — The La Jolla Community Planning
Association voted 12:1:1 on November 7, 2013, to recommend approval of the project.

Environmental Review: The project was determined to be exempt pursuant to California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15301. Section 15301 allows
additions to existing structures that would not result in more than a fifty percent increase
of the floor area of the structure before the addition. None of the exceptions listed in
CEQA Guidelines Section 15003.2 apply, therefore this exemption is applicable to the
proposed project. This project is not pending an appeal of the environmental
determination. The environmental exemption determination for this project was made on
December 10, 2014 and the opportunity to appeal that determination ended December 24,
2014.

BACKGROUND

The La Jolla Community Plan Land Use map designates the site for Low Density Residential use
at a density range of 5-9 dwelling units per acre (Attachment 1). The site is located at 5550
Calumet Avenue in the urbanized Bird Rock neighborhood in the La Jolla community



(Attachment 2). The site is zoned RS-1-7 for single family residential development. The site is
currently developed with a single family structure constructed in 1952 (Attachment 3). The front
yard setback required for this property is determined by Map thereof No. 2799 filed July 11,
1951 and is established as five feet from the property line parallel to the public right-of-way. The
Project is consistent with the established setback.

The site contains two bluff protection devices, a permitted sea wall and an unpermitted bluff
protective device (gunite). Prior to the City of San Diego having permitting authority for Coastal
developments, the California Coastal Commission approved the existing sea wall under Permit
No. F0626 in 1973. The existing sea wall was constructed at the base of the coastal bluff face at
two sites, 5550 and 5544 Calumet Avenue. The site at 5544 Calumet Avenue was issued a
Coastal Development Permit by the California Coastal Commission to allow the construction of
the gunite (Attachment 4), yet no permit to install gunite on the bluff face at 5550 Calumet
Avenue has been located.

DISCUSSION

The Morse Residence project (Project) proposes to remodel an existing single family residence
to allow a minor addition to the first floor and a new second-story of approximately 1,015 square
feet for a total gross floor area of approximately 2,935 square feet and the after-the-fact
permitting and color coating of a coastal bluff protective device (gunite) at 5550 Calumet
Avenue (Attachment 5). The site is currently developed with an existing single family home and
associated improvements on the property. All new proposed development would occur within the
previously developed, level portions of the site. New structural foundations would observe a
forty-foot bluff edge setback from the coastal bluff edge as required by the regulations and
recommended by the Geologic and Coastal Engineering investigation reports. No natural slopes,
sensitive coastal or marine resources or other environmentally sensitive areas would be adversely
affected by the proposed Project.

This Coastal Development Permit would authorize after-the-fact the gunite at 5550 Calumet
Avenue to remain and protect the bluff, the adjacent property, and the public from injury. Some
of the existing improvements westerly of the top of bluff, specifically decks and stairs, do not
serve as shoreline protection and the owner has agreed to remove those features pursuant to the
recommendation of the La Jolla Community Plan, page 51, Section D. Further, conditions of
approval included in the draft Site Development Permit No. 1130955 and Coastal Development
Permit No. 1130780 require the removal of these specific previously permitted non-essential
features currently west of the bluff edge provided that such removal would not result in damage
to the coastal bluff, or otherwise adversely affect the functionality of the existing California
Coastal Commission approved seawall and the existing gunite. Additionally the owner proposes
to color the existing gunite to more naturally match the adjacent natural bluffs.

The site contains environmentally sensitive lands in the form of a sensitive coastal bluff. The
applicant’s geotechnical consultant submitted several reports concerning bluff stability, erosion
rates, wave run-up analysis, the need to maintain the gunite on the site. The conclusions of these
reports indicates the gunite bluff facing and protective features are necessary to mitigate marine



and rainfall erosion and would provide protection for the primary residence for an estimated 75
years. Due to the gunite bluff facing and protective features presence and performance for over
37 years, the setback of forty feet is adequate and would be adequately stable throughout the 75-
year life of the proposed development. With regard to the after the fact approval of the gunite, all
of the requirements of Municipal Code Section 143.0143 have been met consistent with the
geotechnical and coastal bluff evaluation reports prepared by Geotechnical Exploration Inc. and
GeoSoils Inc.

Prior to the City of San Diego having permitting authority for Coastal developments, the
California Coastal Commission, when it issued the coastal development permit for the gunite at
5544 Calumet Avenue, made all of the necessary findings for gunite installation and retention. It
should be noted the gunite protects the existing coastal bluff at both 5550 and 5544 Calumet
Avenue from excessive erosion and potential additional bluff failure. However, the gunite is not
necessary for or needed to support the proposed additions to the existing home as those proposed
additions are beyond the forty foot setback and would be safe from the erosion for the 75 year
life expectancy of the additions. Finally, as a result of previous failures, and the extreme vertical
face of the failed bluff at 5550 Calumet, removal of the gunite would not only likely damage the
bluff, but would potentially expose both homes to damage, and could potentially subject the
public to danger due to rocks falling and other dangerous conditions. The Project complies with
all the development regulations of the RS-1-7 Zone and Environmentally Sensitive Lands
Regulations that apply to this site.

The La Jolla Community Plan (Plan) identifies the site for residential development. The Project
is consistent with the designated use identified in the Plan. Further, the Project would be
consistent with the single family character of the existing neighborhood as perceived from the
public right-of-way. The design of the home would be compatible with the appearance of the
existing neighborhood and incorporate fagade articulation and architectural details that would
improve the aesthetic appeal of the structure when viewed from the street and from along the
coast. The proposed home would not adversely affect any visitor-serving or recreational facility.
No coastal scenic resources, recreational or visitor-serving facilities exist on the site. Through
the review of the proposed Project, the Project was determined to be consistent with the Plan’s
land use designation, the Plan’s design guidelines and the development regulations of the RS-1-7
Zone.

There are no existing physical accessways to the shoreline across the Project site. The La Jolla
Community Plan does not identify any proposed public accessway across the site. As such, the
proposed coastal development would not encroach upon any existing physical accessway that is
legally used by the public or any proposed public accessway identified in a Local Coastal
Program land use plan.

There are no designated public views within the existing side yards identified in the Community
Plan. Nevertheless, the Project is designed and sited so as not to block or obstruct any view along
the side yard setbacks and the side yards are required to be four feet wide and the property owner
would be required to record two (2) four—foot wide View Corridor Easements, as shown on
Exhibit “A,” in accordance with SDMC section 132.0403 along the southerly and northerly side
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property lines. The new views created through the private property would be eight feet in
combined width. All fencing, landscaping, and other improvements in the view corridors would
be restricted by recording the easements to assure the preservation of the public views towards
the ocean. The Project would adhere to community goals, not to intrude into any of the identified
public view corridors, in that no identified public view corridors are identified in the La Jolla
Community Plan across the site. The Project would result in more public viewing opportunities
than what exists presently. The new views provided by the Project in the north and south side
yards would provide public views to the ocean beyond and prevent a “walling off”” or other
adverse effect to the community. There would not be any increase in building footprint of the
existing structure that would, from a public vantage point, result in public views blockage to or
along the ocean. The ridge height of the second story addition would be twenty-four feet six
inches high, which is below the maximum permitted height of thirty feet. The Project would not
adversely obstruct public views to or along the ocean or other scenic resources.

The Project would have no impact on the public’s ability to access coastal areas open to the
public and would have no impact upon the public recreation policies of Chapter 3 of the
California Coastal Act. The western most portion of the property is a very high nearly vertical
previously failed coastal bluff with existing permitted private stairs to the shoreline and ocean
below. These private stairs, as well as other non-essential improvements on the bluff, would be
removed as shown on the Exhibit “A” to improve the visual appearance and aesthetics of the site
to and along the shoreline and as viewed from the beach below and the ocean to the west. The La
Jolla Community Plan identifies access to the shoreline from other locations in the neighborhood
and not across the subject property. No coastal access is identified by the La Jolla Community
Plan from this site.

The Project would be consistent with the land use and would conform to all the requirements of
the RS-1-7 zone, the La Jolla Community Plan and Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan. The
proposed Project would be consistent with the goals identified by the La Jolla Community Plan
and Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan for residential development. The proposed structure is
designed to achieve a harmonious visual relationship between the bulk and scale of the existing
and the adjacent structures. The proposed Project would be consistent with the recommended
land use, design guidelines, and development standards in effect for the subject property per the
adopted La Jolla Community Plan, the Environmentally Sensitive Lands regulations, the City’s
certified Local Coastal Program, and the City of San Diego’s Progress Guide and General Plan,
which recommend the subject property be developed with single-family residential development
in accordance with development regulations of the existing RS-1-7 zone.

The site contains environmentally sensitive lands in the form of sensitive coastal bluffs.
Currently, the bluff is protected with air-placed concrete (gunite)(currently unpermitted) and
other shoreline protective devices. The existing seawall on site was permitted by California
Coastal Commission Development Permit F-0628 in 1973. This Coastal Development Permit
would after-the-fact authorize the gunite to remain and protect the bluff, the adjacent property,
and the public from injury. Some of the existing improvements westerly of the top of bluff,
specifically decks and stairs, do not serve as shoreline protection and the Applicant has agreed to
remove those features and patch the gunite pursuant to the recommendation of the La Jolla



Community Plan, page 51, Section D. Further, condition 32 of Site Development Permit No.
1130955 and Coastal Development Permit No. 1130780 and approved Exhibit “A” requires the
removal of these specific previously permitted non-essential features currently west of the bluff
edge provided that such removal would not result in damage to the coastal bluff, or otherwise
adversely affect the functionality of the existing California Coastal Commission approved
seawall and the existing gunite (shoreline erosion control). Additionally the existing air-placed
concrete (gunite) would be patched and colored to more naturally match the adjacent bluffs. The
site is not within or adjacent to the City’s Multi-Habitat Planning Area.

The Project site is not located within the FW (Floodway) or FPF (Floodplain Fringe) zones and
would not result in undue risk from flooding. The existing drainage system designed for the
Project is consistent with requirements of the City Engineer and would minimize risks associated
with runoff and erosion by directing all runoff into a drainage system to the public right-of-way
and away from the coastal bluff as required by the regulations. The Project site does not contain
and is not located adjacent to any natural vegetation which would pose a risk from wildfire nor
would result in any undue risk from fire hazards. The site has been previously graded as a result
of construction of the existing structure and associated improvements on the property. No further
grading of the site is necessary to implement the proposed additions and remodel.

No grading of the site is required to accommodate the proposed development. No sensitive
coastal resources or environmentally sensitive areas would be disturbed by the proposed Project.
No adjacent public parks or public recreational areas adjacent to and immediately surrounding
the subject site would be adversely affected because the proposed development would occur
entirely on private property. No impacts to these resources would occur as a result of the
development. The Project as designed and conditioned would ensure the sensitive coastal bluff
would not be adversely impacted. Technical reports submitted by the applicant’s consultants
have demonstrated the site is physically suitable for the design and siting of the proposed
development and the development would not result in a disturbance to environmentally sensitive
lands.

The owners submitted an application to the Development Services Department for a Preliminary
Review, PTS# 266243, to determine early on if the existing structure has the potential to be
historically significant. As part of the preliminary review undertaken in PTS#266243, the
applicant submitted a Historic Resource Research Report prepared by Scott A Moomjian, dated
January 2012. The report concluded the house located at 5550 Calumet Avenue is not eligible for
designation under any Historic Resources Board Criteria due to a lack of integrity resulting from
substantial prior alteration of the house, including: construction of a dining room addition and
integral fence along the front elevation that resulted in modification of the roof pitch, installation
of a masonry wall at the front with windows, door grilles and chimney; and expansion of the
eave across the garage. These alterations significantly altered the original appearance of the
home. Therefore, staff concurred with the conclusion of the report that the building is not eligible
for designation under any Historic Resources Board Criteria.



Conclusion

The Project neither requests nor requires the approval of any deviation or variance to allow the
development as proposed. Staff has reviewed the proposed Project and all issues identified
through the review process have been resolved in conformance with adopted City Council
policies and regulations of the Land Development Code. Staff has provided draft findings to
support approval of the proposed Site Development Permit and Coastal Development Permit
(Attachment 6). The draft Site Development Permit No. 1130780 and Coastal Development
Permit No. 1131955 is provided as Attachment 7. Staff recommends the Hearing Officer approve
the Project as proposed.

ALTERNATIVES

1. Approve Site Development Permit No. 1130780 and Coastal Development Permit No.
1131955, with modifications.

2. Deny Site Development Permit No. 1130780 and Coastal Development Permit No.
1131955, if the findings required to approve the project cannot be affirmed.

Respectfully submitt

olh S. Fishe
velopment Project Manager

evelopment Services Department
Attachments:

Community Plan Land Use Map

Project Location Map

Aerial Photograph & Street view

California Coastal Commission approval at 5544 Calumet Avenue
Project Plans

Draft Permit Resolution with Findings

Draft Permit with Conditions

Environmental Exemption

Project Data Sheet

Community Planning Group Recommendation
Ownership Disclosure Statement
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SAN DIEGO COAST REGIONAL COMMISSION
Minutes
Hegular Meebing
Friday, Avgust 3, 1973 - 9:15 z.m.
State Building
1350 Front Street
San Diego, California 92101
MEMBERS PRESENT: EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR:
Malcolm A. Love, Chalrman Thomag A, Crandall
Cornelius Dubtcher
Jeffery Prautschy SECRETARY:

Robert Frazee

F. Gilbert Jchnson Daniel Gorfain

Evan Jones

FElmer Keen STAFF:
Rolland McNeely Rod Dopnelly
Leglie Parker : William Healy
Tom Fearson Paul Howard

Michael Ward
MEMBERS ABSENT:

. COUNSEL:
Lou Conde

Douglas B. Noble
Attorney General Rep.
Los Angeles

CALL TO ORDER
The meeting of August 3, 1973, was called to order &t 9:17 by Chairman Love.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

MOTION MADE, SECONDED, and CARRIED to approve the minutes of July 20,
1973, and July 27, 1973.

FXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPCRT

Mr. Crandall said development permit applications have slowed down, with only
LO belng received over the last two weeks. One exemption was recelved during
that period of time. A total of 776 development permit applieations and 123
claims of exemption have been received to date.

The agenda‘of August 17 should be light unless there is a carry over from
today's meebting. Only four regular calendar items have been scheduled for
that meeting.

Mr. Crandall reviewed the planned tentative agenda for August 31, 1973.

The staff will preparve comments and recommendations on the CPQ coastline plan
draft for review by the Commission which will probably take half a day. A
field trip to La Jolla, Mission Beach, and the Sunset Cliffs area is tenta-
tively planned for the afternoon session.

Mr. Frazee asked when the carry-over items from today's agenda will be heard
in light of the speclal hearing on the San Onofre units on August 10, 1973.
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11* high concrebe sea protection sbout 10'-12' beyond the ¢liff toe.
Bite is Celumet Street between Midway andFPorward Street from 5544 Lo
5564, Calumet, La Jolla.

Applicant — Cliffside Protection Groupy B. G. Hildyard

Mr, Crandall saild the bluffs do require some type of protection. Tt appears that
the proposed development will provide the necessary protection and is engineeringly
sound as well ag aesthetically more pleasing than rip rap. Therefore, staff
recommended approval of the project, with the noted conditions: +that any nylon
bagging be removed after the concrebe sebs; staff be permitted to inspect the
footing prior to pumping of the concrste to verify that the extension will be

no more than 12' onto the beach from the cliff toe; comecrete be colored tan to
approximate the color of the adjacent ¢liffs; each end of the projesct be designed
to prevent wave energy belng directed against adjacent unprobected cliffs.

MOTTON MADE and SECONDED to approve this project with the noted conditions.

Mpy. Frazee asked if it would be betbtter to keep the nylon bags on.  However,
Mr, Crandall said st sgome time the bagging will rip and become unsightly, and
perhaps dangerous. HRemoval of the bagging will not weaken the structure in
any way. Mr. Keen asked if the public would be able to walk on the structure.
Mr. Crandall sald yes, and it would provide more public access on the beach as
the area where the structure is to be built is quite steep now and almost
imposeible to walk on. The proposed structure will provide steps that can be.
walked on easily. Mr. Parker said it would create a sidewalk for the public.
Mr, Frautschy noted that this is & very innovative technique, and may prove to
be an effective substitute for rip rap along thisg coast.

* Mr. Pearson returned to the meelting.

MCTION voted upon and CARRTED to approve this project with noted
conditions by a vote of 10 yes (Dutcher, Frautschy, Frazee, Johnson,
Jones, Keen, McNeely, Parker, Pearson, and Love), O no, O abstention.

F0629 343 condominiums on 13.L4 acres. Five detached buildings are proposed.
Site is Nimitz Boulevard and Voltaire Street, Point Loma, San Diego.
Applicant — Loma Portal Development Company and Swan Constructors

Mr. Crandall said staff comtacted the City Parks and Recreation Department to
determine 1f there was a posslbility that this site would be used for a public
park. The City stated they plamned no such use of the site. The Peninsula

Plan did include a park in this area. Staff, therefore, recommended approval

with conditions (landscaping include screening of project from Nimitz Boulevard
and Voltalre with 15 gallen trees to include the endemic species, torrey pines

and western sycamore, as well as food bearing trees for the birds common to

the Famosa Street Slough, such as Toyons, Elderberry, Pyrocanthus, and Podocarpus).
He also stated most of the increased traffic will be away from the main arteries
that the public uses for access Lo besaches,

MOTION MADE and SECONDED to approve this project with the stated
conditions.

My, Pearson made a correction to the recommendation which stated 5 gallon trees;
this should be changed to 15 gallon trees.

MOTION voted on and CARRIED by a vote of 10 yes (Dutcher, Frautschy,
Frazee, Johnson, Jones, Keen, McNeely, Parker, Pearson, and Love),
0 no, 0 abstention to approve the projsct with noted conditions.
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SAN DIEGO COAST REGIONAL COMMISSION
Minutes
Speclal Hearing
Friday, July 27, 1973 - 9:15 a.m.
State Building
1350 Front Street
San Diego, California 92101
MEMBERS PRESENT: FEXECUTIVE DIRECTOR:
Malcolm A. Love, Cheairman Thomags A, Crandall
Jeffery D. Frautschy
Robert C. Frazee SECRETARY:

F. Gilbert Johnson

Daniel Gorfain
Evan V. Jones 1 Gorfal

Elmer EKeen

Rolland M. McNeely STAFE:

Les Parker William Healy
Tom B. Pearson Paul B. Howard

Michael Ward
MEMBERS ABSENT:

Lou Conde
Cornelius G. Dubcher .

CALL TO ORDER:

Chairman Love called the meeting of July 27, 1973, to order ab 9:17 a.m.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA:

The agenda for the meeting of July 27, 1973, was approved.

EXECUTTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT

Mr. Crandall said Mr. Noble, representative of the Attorney General's office,
was 111 and would not be attending today. If any legal matters came up, they
would be deferred until the next meeting.

fr. Crandall reminded those in attendance that this meeting was a continuance
of last week's regular hearing. A1l items scheduled on the agendsa were public
hearing items.  The Commission has adopted a policy whereby the applicant will
have eight minutes to present his project, with the opposition having a total
of eight minutes to present their views. The time limits will be waived where
tegtimony is valid and pertinent; testimony should not be repetitive.

REGULAR CALENDAR TTEMS

FOOL6 A three story, two building, 91 unit condominium project, consisting
of 18 three bedroom units, 3% two bedroom units, and 48 one bedroom
units. 141 off-street parking spaces are being provided. Site is
east side of and immediately adjacent to Nimitz Boulevard st the end
of Soto Street, which is a cul-de-sac, in San Diego.

Applicant -~ The Portofino

Mr. Crandall made several corrections to the project summary: breakdown of
bedroom units is 17 three~bedroom units; 48 two-bedroom units; 26 one-bedroom
units, 137 off-ztreet parking spaces will be provided.
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¢ Hearing Opened:
fhe applicant was not present. No objections were raised againsgt the project.
4 Public Hearing Closed.

FO622 17 urdt condomin’um with 9 one-bedroom units, 7 two-bedroom units, and
1 three-bedroom units. 26 underground parking spaces will be provided
and recreation facilities. Site is LOL1 Fanuel Street, southeast
corner of Faruel and La Palma, Pacific Beach, San Diego.

Applicant - Augusto Angelucci, Fanuel Street Development Company

Mr, Crandall said the concern of the gtaff is for the extension of Fanuel
Street as it will encroach on the public right-—of-way and the beach.

Public Hearing Openeds:

Ruth Peyton, Pacific Beach Planners. Mrs. Peybon raised a point of order and
sald this application wes deficilent according to Section 13210 of the Act.
The applicant must get permits for discretionary actions, in this case,
encroachment of the street, and righteocf-way of the .puliec.

Mr. Gorfain reviewed the actions of the City as saying they would grant a
permit for development i1f the applicant would extend the street and meske -
improvements. If the applicant agrees to this stipulation, he will nobt need
a discretionary approval from the city, The staff has already checked into
thig matter.

Howard Dwort asked that this item be trailed because of the spplicantts absence.

FO426 11 foot high sea wall extending about 10'-12* beyond the cliff toe and 200" long.
Site is Celumet Street between Midway and Forwara Street from 5544 to
5564 Calumet, La Jolla.
Applicant - Ciliffside Protection Group, B. C. Hildyard

Mr. Crandsll said the wall would serve as probection for 4 lots against wave
erogion. One letfer of opposltion was received from R. L. Miller who said
action of this type is nobt undesireble if it is deemed necessary by competent
engineers. He added that a dedicated right—of-way owned by the City is
located between the subject properties and the ocean. Any protection work
will encroach on this public property, and should be done only 1f found
essential by government engineers withoub a financial interest in the work.
He also objected to the unsightliness of concrete walls on the beach.

Public Hearing Opened:

Bing Hildyard, applicant. Mr. Hildyard said he is a Consulting Engineer
and has worked in coastal engineering for the State of California as well
as geveral other states. He stated there is a very bad erosion problem in
this area and some type of protection is needed. Some caves are now
endangering the bluff. Last year, L' of the ¢liff was lost to erosion.
Even though other property owners do not want to join in the wall, the
Army Corps of Engineers has sald that in the future, they will have to do
something about protection of thelr homes also. The place where the wall
is to be constructed is now cobbles and it is almost impossible to walk
there because of the incline. He has an encroachment permit from the city
for the well. A rock revetment wall was built many years ago which was
further from the ¢liff than this project will. A vertical sea wall is
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ing th

hat could be put in, The type of wall the applicant is
d on this coagt. Tt conslsts of large nylon bags theb are
ebe, Fach block will weigh ap@wozima 1} =1ght tons and
rip rap. The blocks will laid in stepg back to the cliff,

;fg Mr. Joneg asked 1f the permit grambted for 8 ses wall in this area several weeks
ago was of the same tvpe zs this wall. Mr. Hildysrd said it wag not; however,
this wall is soms distance away. Mr. Jones said he thought the applicant
should use the same ty?¢ of sea wall, and keep the protection walle consisbent
in the area, Mr., Hildyard sald he did not feel a verticel wall would work in
this aresa. Wabter tends to erode in front of a vertical wall,

Mr. Hildyard said he has consulted with Scripps Institute and they feel this
type of wall will be much bebter than those now used on this coast. Tt will
not encroach on as much beach 2s conventional walls (verticel and rip rap).
The concrebe hlocks will be much smoother and easy to walk on. They can be
uged to sit on or store belongings while sunbathing. They will be constructed
on & & to 1 slope where it is now very diffiecult to walk, Mr. Keen asked if
the wall could be buillt on the cliff. Mr. Hildyard sald thet would be ver;
difficult because of type method used in constructing the blocks. Mr. Keen
agked why it couldn't be right at the cliff, because concrete can be formed.
M. ﬁL&d ard said this may only serve to irritate the erosion problen.

A )

My, Frautschy said he went over the plans with the applicant and feels this .

iz a2 good method of cliff and bsach protection. The wall will be both attractive
and ”oncuﬂcnal ag it ds in a step-like structure.

con t?hﬁt on. Mr., Fraut
ot very sccesgible to th
Le al ot impossible to
or construction of the

7

Mr. Keen asked if this will %equzre more beach £
said 1t will use & 1ittle more, but this beach 1
public and is not all sandy. mrg Hildyard szid i
walk on the portion of the beach that would be used £
wall.

sehy
&

Wayne Johngon, General Building Contractor, San Diego, Mr. Johnson seid b

would like to add to Mr. Miller's letter that was read., He and his neighbors
were not informed of the construction of this wall by Mr. Hildyerd, bub first
knew of it when they received the notice of hearing from the Reglonal Commission.
He feels the necesgity for a sea wa¢1 should be determined by a publlc engineer,
The concrete when placed in will be moist and may cause the lan é to glide
creating possible damage to other bropp rtieg. 4 bag wall iz not a permanent
degign. The bags may tear, exposing the color of tha concrete, The

problem that ocecurs is not from eroslon, but from poor drainage. The problem
with the logs of the cliff was a draiﬁage problem from the neighbor, not Glif?

srosion. At a meeting of the City P1 mﬁ,lﬁg Commiggion, it was d%SPQVQTGd at
a stoppedwup sewer was causing soll saburstion, which ceused the land to

glide.

Mr. Keen asked if an emergency permit was nol granted for the other sea wall.
Mr. Crandall sald an emergency permit was ilssued only for that portion of the
wall where serious erosion was threatening the property. A regular psrmit
was granted by the Commlssion for the ?emalﬁder of the wall through public
hearing and voting.

schy there are drainage problems involved, bubt the erosion
n has been plaguing the area since the 1950%s,

Mr, Johnson said he would not oppose the project if a public enginesr delermined
there was a real erosion problem.
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Fragtschy asked what would be done ahoub scedlerated erozion at the ends of
o

e walls. M. E‘?dyard sai £ the wall will be brought to the cl £f
hich will eliminabte this er

Mr. Keen seid he is oppoged to plecemesl sclutions to problems glong the
coastline, and seid all the wallg should be the same to preserve uniformity,
Mz, Milayard said a vertical wall of this type needs supporb.

Public Hearing Closed.

FOA29  3L3 condominium on 13.4 acres. Five debached buildiagva¢* proposad,
Site is Nimitz Bowlevard and Voltaire Streest, Point Loma, San Diego,
Applicant - Loma Portel Development Company and Swan Constructors

Mr, Crendsald seid the staff was concerned with increased traffic, that the ares
was being increasingly defeloped by high dengity projects.
Mr. Jones said this project is just barely within boundaries of the coastal

Public Hesring Opened:

Victor Druskin, attorney for applicant. Mr, Druskin showed two photos of the
site and e¢ghbow1n projects. They hope to landsc ape 0% of the site. 32%
will be used for %uzldlcg, and L% for recreational sreas, and the remainder
for paﬁklﬁg_ The staff is concerned aboul incressed traffic. The density

is to be 26 units per acre. Much of the traffic in Ocean Beach is beach
traffic. Residents of the project should not affect the traffic SigﬁlLWCdﬁviy

My, Druskin ?@fl“w@d the road changes that will be made., They will assist in
widening of Voltaire and eliminate an eye sore from the area., The project

will add substantisl numbers of consumers to the numerous commercial facilities
on Volteire, thereby improving the economy.

Ted Kessner, member of the Planning Committee for the Peninsula. Mr. Fessner
sald the general plan called for a large park in this aresa.

Betty Jean Bish, 1010 Devonshire Drive, San Diego. Ms. Bisgh zaid t
will drain the communily resocurces, and thabt this area is being o

LJH

verd

Iinda Smith, Ocean Beach Ecology Action Committee, Ms, Smith said the
objection of her group is the traffic problem . 3,164 trips per day would
be made according to city‘bigndafds. The applicant spoke to widening
Voltaire., This area already has its share of traffic, and widening it would
only dncrease traffic problemg. WNo EIR was reguired by the City for this
large project. The burden of proof has not been met by the applicant.

on of this site for a park. Ms. Smith
ghe spoke to would know, Mr. Keen
rks in the srea. She gaid Robb Fi was

Mr. Keen asked about the acquisit
said she didn't know, that the

asked 1f there were any other paz
the only park in Ocean Beach.

m el
P o
I
5

Ms. Smith ob ect ed to the applicant saying he is on the edge of the permit
boundary and his or Ogecﬁ should be considered 1lightly. As TQQg ag any of the
project iz located inside the boundaries, it should be considered the same

as any other project.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA-CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION EDMUND G. BROWN, JR. , Gavernor

SAN DIEGO COAST REGIONAL COMMISSION ROBERT C. FRAZEE
6154 MISSION GORGE RDAD, SUITE 220 Chairman
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92120--TEL. (714} 280-6992 VIRGINIA BRIDGE

Vice Chairman

PROJECT SUMMARY A
JEFFERY 0. FRAUTSCHY

CONTROL NO: FfilBO Representative to the
APPLICANT M Colli : ?g}(’ Gatifornia Coastal Commission
H a. fmma Collins ‘ .
554k Calumet Averue % g THOMAS A, CRANDALL
La Jolla, CA. 92037 é%?" Executive Director

PROJECT T.OCATION: 5544, Calumet %ﬁéﬁﬁe? La Jolla

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: For erosion contrcl purposes, the application of 3 inches of reinforced
gunite to the face of the biuff from the top of an existing concrete
seawall to the base of an existing wall behind the top of the bluff,

a vertical distance of approximately 34 feet.

OTHER REQUIRED
APPROVALS: None

STAFF NOTES:
1. Project and Site Description — The bluff top site is a 5,000 sq. ft. (record) R-1
lot located on Calumet Averme Jjust south of Blrd Hock. Wave action, slides and weathering have
caused bluff recession on the west end of the property. A wood deck, concrete patio and small

retained lawn area occupy the space between the existing residence and the bluff edge. The
distance between the house and the bluff edge varies from 12 to 20 ft. The distance between
the yard improvements, including a 6 ft. high block retaiming wall which provides lateral
support for the patio and lawn varies from O to 7 feet. A 16~ft. high seawall (F0626 approved
in 1973) protects the base of the 50-ft. high seacliff from wave action. This seawall extends
for 100 linsar feet to protect the subject property and the north adjacent property. A stsep
stairway to the top of the seawall (originally to the beach) was constructed many years ago
down the north side of the property. The bluff face appears to have stablized in the immediate
area of the stairway. The applicant proposes to stabilize the remainder of the bluff face
within the confines of her property by the application of 3 inches of reinforced gunite. The
gunite is proposed to cover the area from the top of the exlisting seawall to the base of the
retaining wall behind the bluff edge, and from the existing stalrway on the north to the south
property line.

2.  Geology and Bluff Stability — A geotechnical reconnaissance of the site was performed
for the applicant by Mr. Robert Prater, civil engineer (see attached letter). According to

Mr. Prater, the seacliff is composed of the Bay Point Formation. This is a Pleistocene marine
terrace deposit, moderately well consolidated, having moderately high permeability. The-

slope stability is fair at low angles, but it is unusually susceptible to runoff erosion.

Mr. Prater, noting that the City's Seismic safeby study classifies these cliffs as being
generally stable, states that "it is not likely that [the cliff] will be subject to a large mass
in"stability." Prater recommends that "the most effective and aesthetic means by which to
minimize continued sloughing and ravelling will be to cover the cliff face with a layer of
gunite," This will “increase its overall stability by helping to minimize the infiltration

of surface water."

3. Nearby Protective Works - To combat wave erosion, the Army Corps of Engineers placed

rip rap along the base of the seacliff about 300 ft. north of the site in 1968. 1In 1973, the
an emergency permit was granted for a seawall enlargement about 250 ft. north of the site.

The seawall at the subject site was erected in 1973 under Permit No. FO626. Several nearby
3~1-77

BTAT &laln
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PROJECT SUMMARY, F5130
Page Z

property owners have abtempted to stabilize bluff faces with gunite. During a site inspection,
large pileces of gunite which appeared to have sloughed off the cliff were observed lying on the
beach within 150 ft. of the subject site. These chunks of broken gunite did not appear to have
been reinforced. MNear Bird Hock proper one property owner has gunited the seacliff to such

an extent that it has been visually and functionally transformed from a bluff to a large
over-side drain.

Ly Similar Project - In November, 1976, the Commission approved a bluff stabiliszation
project on Camino de la Costa, about 3% blocks north of the subject site. In that project,
Fh242 — Malamud, the bluff face was to be trimmed back from the top of the underlying Pt. Loma
sandstone formation to the edge of a concrete patio with slope ratios varying from 1/3:1 to 1:1
(horizontal to vertical). The bluff face was then to be hydroseeded with deep rooting native
species for erosion conbrol, = Although the subject site 1s lacking the underlying steble sand-
stone formation, the existing seawall simulates that configuration. It is not known whether
slopes as flat as 1:1 could be obtained from the top of the seawall to the base of the retaining
wall. :

5 Applicable Policies of the Cosstal Act — The policies in Chapiter 3 of the California
Coastal Act of 1976 which may apply to the proposed development include:

Section 30235 - Y. ..seawalls, cliff retaining walls, and other such construction that alter
natural shoreline processes shall be permitted when required...bto proiect existing structures...
and when designed to eliminate or mitigate adverse impacts on local shoreline sand supply...”

Section 30251 -~ "The scenic and visual qualities of coastal areas shall be considered and
protected as a resource of public importance, Permitted development shall be sited and de-
signed to protsct views to and along the ccean and scenic coastal ereas, to minimize the
alteration of natural landforms, to be visually compabtible with the character of surrounding
areas, and, where feasible, to restore and enhance visual guality in visually degraded areas.
Wew development in highly scenic areas...shall be subordinate to the character of its setting.™

Section 30253 - "New development shall....assure stability and structural integrity,
and neither create nor contribute significantly to erosion, geclogic instability, or destruc-
tion of the sile cr surrounding area or in any way require the construction of protective
devices that would substantially alter nabtural landforms along bluffs and cliffs,.."

KRy TOSURS:

1. How would the design of the proposed gunite blanket degl with the potential of
accelerated erosion at the edges and seepage at the top and bottom joins to existing walls?

2,  How would a gunite cover contribute visually to the scenic coastal bluffs?

3. Te there an alternate solution to bluff instability which might have less of a
visual impact and contribute less to erosion slong the side linss of the stabilized area?
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ROBERT PRATER ASSOCIATES

Consulting Soil, Foundation & Geological Fngineers

February 16, 1977
147-2, 1520

Mrs. Charles Collins
5544 Calumet
La Jolla, California 92037

Re:  Geotechnical Reconnaissance
for Evaluation of Sea Cliff Frosion
at 5544 Calumet, La Jolla '

Dear Mrs. Collins:

As reported to you at the time of our examination of the sea cliff in May of 1976, normal
weathering processes (wind, rain and salt water spray) have been the primary couse for the
erosion (periodic sloughing and ravelling) of the materials exposed on the cliff face. In our
opinion, the most effective and aesthetic means by which to minimize continued sloughing
and ravelling will be to cover the cliff face with a layer of gunite.

In light of the fact that the cliff is composed of competent formational materials (Bay Point
Formation), it is not likely that it will be subject to a large mass instability; the City of
San Diego Seismic Safety Study classifies the cliffs in the vicinity of your residence as
being "generally stable.” In our opinion, the proposed scheme of covering the cliff face
with gunite will increase it's overall stability by helping to minimize the infiltration of
surface water. '

If you have any questions, please call,
Very truly yours,

ROBERT PRATER ASSOCIATES

Robert Prater,

RP:res
Copies: Addressee (4)

11585 Sorrenio Volley Road, Suile 101, San Diego, Califorio 92121 «(714) 453.5605
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SPECIFICATIONS

The Contractor shall furnish all labor, equipment, and materials
required for application of a nominal 3 inch thick layer of pneu-
matically applied mortar (gunite) to the face of the cliff. Pneu-
matically applied mortar shall consist of a dry mixture of sand
and cement to which water is added immediately prior to discharge
from the nozzle of a suitable applicator. The mixture of sand
and cement and water is then deposited, under air pressure, upon
the surface prepared to receive it,

Priocr to application, the entire area to receive the gunite shall
be stripped of all vegetation and the area sterilized by spray
application of a solution of poly bor-chlorate. The solution shall
contain 1-1/2 pounds of the chemical per gallon of water and shall
be applied to the area to be treated at the minimum rate of 2
gallons of solution per 100 square feet of area.

Fine aggregate shall conform to ASTM Designation: C33, 100 percent
shall pass the 3/8 inch sieve., Cement shall meet the reguirements
of ASTM Designation: Cl50 - Type II. Wire mesh reinforcement shall
be 14 gauge. Proportions shall be not leaner than one sack of
cement to 3 cubic feet of sand. Gunite to have nozzle finish.

Mixing equipment shall be capable of thoroughly mixing the sand

and cement in sufficient guantity to maintain placing continuity,
shall be self-cleaning and capable of discharging all mixed mater-
ial without any carry-over from one batch to another. Delivery
eguipment, generally called "Cement Gun" shall be of such size and
. design which has given satisfactory results in similar previous
work, The equipment must be capable of discharging mixed material
into the base under close control and it must be able to deliver a
continuous smooth stream of uniformly-mixed material at the proper
velocity to the discharge nozzle, free from slugs of any kind.
Discharge nozzle shall be equipped with a manually operated water-—
ring capable of ready adjustment by the nozzleman to vary the
gquantity of water. Air compressor shall be of adequate capacity,
capable of delivering a supply of clean dry air adeguate for main-
taining sufficient nozzle velocity for all parts of the work while
simultaneously operating a 3/4-inch blow pipe for clearing away
rebound. Water pressure at the discharge nozzle shall at all times
be at least 15 psi higher than the air pressure at the entrance to
the material hose to insure complete welling of the materials.

Gunite shall emerge from the nozzle in a steady, uninterrupted flow.
Should the flow become intermittent for any cause, the nozzleman
shall direct it away from the work until it again becomes constant.,
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At all times while he is applying the gunzte, the nozzleman shall
have a helper, using a 3/4-inch blow pipe, to remove all rebound,

sand, etc. ahead of his work. Under no circumstances shall rebouﬁd
be worked in under the gunite. The nozzle shall, as much as possible,
be held at approximately right angles to the surface and shall be
kept at the proper distance from the surface dictated by good prac-
tice standards for the type of application, type of nozzle and air
pressures employed.

Gunite may not be applied under strong wind conditions, evidenced
by the removal of a considerable amount of cement and moisture

from the mortar spray between the nozzle and floor, wall or roof.

In areas where strong winds prevail, and guniting must proceed, a
richer gunite mix than specified must be used. The nozzleman shall
work against the direction of the wind to avoid gunite being applied
‘on rebound that has been carried with the wind.




PROJECT TEAM: PROJECT DATA # SCOPE OF WORK

MAREIN ARCHITECTURE: SITE ADDRESS: SsgoiLA cA 9%5;1 v

ARCHITECT: TIM MARTIN AIA ' 4 . RENOVATIONS & SECOND STORY ADDITION TO EXISTING 1 STORY 2,010 SF SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE;
2333 STATE STREET STE 100 A 357-521-06 EXPANDING EXISTING GARAGE TO PROVIDE 2 CAR PARKING
CARLSBAD, CA 92008 '

760.729,3470 LOT AREA: RS 12 KRS «  AFTER THE FACT APPROVAL FOR EXISTING CONCRETE REINFORCED GUNITE, REMOVAL OF PERMITTED LOWER
S - & SRvEING g : & MIDDLE DECK; PATCH GUNITE WHERE REQUIRED & WHERE LOWER DECK IS REMOVED; ENHANCE COLOR OF
. CHRISTENSI EERING & SURVI ENTIRE GUNITE FACE TO MATCH THE EXISTING ADJACENT NATURAL LANDFORM CHARACTERISTICS OF THE
: LEGAL DESC: LOT 36 OF CLIFFSIDE, IN THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO,
SURVEYOR P SLRTERLINE et i o TRy CL SAN DIE L, STATE oL CALTEORNEA COASTAL BLUFF; REMOVAL OF VERTICAL ACCESS STAIRS TO BEACH; REMOVAL OF CHAINLINK FENCE @ REAR PL
858.271.9901 S R u—— +  NEW STORM DRAINAGE SYSTEM W/ ALL SURFACE RUNOFF ABOVE BLUFF COLLECTED & CONVEYED TO STREET
GEOTECHNICAL EXPLORATION INC %"
GEO-TECHNICAL ENGINEER:
TAZ TRADR STREET BASE ZONE: RS-1-7 PREVIOUSLY CONFORMING CONDITIONS
238,540 7222 OVERLAY ZONES: COASTAL; COASTAL HEIGHT LIMIT; FIRST PUBLIC ROADWAY; APPEALABLE AREA )
iy e PARKING IMPACT; RESIDENTIAL TANDEM PARKING; TRANSIT AREA ¢+ EXISTING STRUCTURE EXTENDS BEYOND 40' BLUFF EDGE SETBACK
COASTAL ENGINEER: SRS, 20 ESL- SENSITIVE COASTAL BLUFFS; SENSITIVE BIOLOGICAL; SENSITIVE COASTAL
H DATD W, SELLY. b o EXISTING SEAWALL & GUNITED BLUFF FACE
5741 PALMER WAY occuPANCY: R3
CARLSBAD, CA 92008 «  EXISTING WOOD FRAMED DECKS (3) W/IN 5' BLUFF EDGE SETBACK
760.438,3155 CONSTRUCTION TYPE: ve EXISTING FENCE @ REAR PROPERTY LINE
. STING CHAIN LINK REAR PROPERTY
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT: TODD: FRY:LANDSCAPE: ARCHITECT,, ASTA PARKING: NO. OF SPACES REQUIRED: 2 PROVIDED: 2

7920 PRINCESS STREET

ey SULDING HEEHT FTeTee REQUIRED DISCRETIONARY PERMIT APPROVAL

EASEMENTS & ENCUMBERANCES: NONE

o COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT

LI & ]
HEIGHT LIMIT: SITE IS LOCATED WEST OF I-5, THE HIGHEST POINT OF THE = SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN

ROOF, EQUIPMENT, ANY PIPE VENT, ANTENNA OR ANY OTHER
PROJECTION SHALL NOT EXCEED 30' ABOVE GRADE, AS

APPLICABLE CODES MEASURED PER PROP D OF THE SDICMA SHEET INDEX

W s
@)
Z 3
k)
= g
A3
2 g
=4
D3
ok
S A

BCS STOPS: THERE ARE NO EXISTING OR PROPOSED BUS/TRANSIT
2010 CALIFORNIA RESIDENTIAL CODE (CRC) STATIONS OR STOPS 1 STTE PLAN
2010 CALIFORNIA MECHANICAL CODE (CMC) .
2010 CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE (CPC) FIRE DEPT. REQ'MENT: o PROVIDE BUILDING ADDRESS NUMBERS VISIBLE & LEGIBLE § (2) 55‘1‘_“,:’;;1‘_‘:3:‘;’"“5 PLAN
2010 CALIFORNIA ELECTRICAL CODE (CEC) FROM STREET PER FHPS POLICY P-00-6 (UFC 501.4.4) : i
2010 CALIFORNIA FIRE CODE (CFC) o SEE VICINITY MAP FOR HYDRANT LOCATIONS 2 s A
2008 BUILDING ENERGY EFFICIENCY STANDARDS A : olé iy Lo
CITY OF SAN DIEGO LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE (LDC) T T— o 12,4745 s
MAIN LEVEL PLAN
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALTTY ACT (CEQA) . L TEVE ra
9 ELEVATIONS
10 ELEVATIONS/SECTIONS
PERMIT HISTORY @ ROOP/UTLING HELGHT PLAN
CONCEPTUAL FRAMING PLANS NOTE: NO ACCESS GATE SHALL SWING
14 L) LANBECAPE PLANS OPEN INTO THE CALUMET AVE
ORIGINAL HOUSE CONSTRUCTED 1952 TES‘}?E’%GJ’E“&%N RIGHT OF Way
WOOD DECK 1966 ?/“
PATIO & FENCING 1967 EXIST BRICK WALL & - 54'-0" EXIST MAIN LEVEL:
RIP RAP & CLIFF PROTECTION 1973 PLANTER TO REMAIN
ADDITION ® COURTYARD 1977 ¢ —32'-0" PROPOSED UPPER LEVEL-
PRELIMINARY REVIEW #266243 2012 (HISTORIC-NOT ELIGTBLE) O0ET, RLCK pAVIIG TO REMAIN
PRELTMINARY REVIEW #308330 2013 PLANNING - CONFIRM SETBACKS & EXIST GFA VICINTY MAP: PROTECTION SYSTEM, BUT ACCESS EXISTING ADJACENT 2-STORY RESIDENCE EXIST PALM TREE
" STAIR 1S &REMOVED [——LINE OF ROOF OVERHANG 6As MR A FS 474! -
EXIST. JUNIPER TO ELE ER e JOR ATT .,
1 e TO REMAIN (UNIRRIGATED) 18" MIN, 3 46.4' . TCEL 47.3' L
GROSS FLOOR AREA SUMMARY esber e e, TV
o e HIGH POINT 24
EXISTING MAIN LEVEL HABITABLE 1,325 &F B  aye a0 FITON —_—— et E 3 DATUR 4O -3 - O
EXISTING MAIN LEVEL GARAGE 340 SF Oty o1 P o o T S e L —— = -y S
EXISTING COVERED LOGGIA 345 SF & ¢ = b I
9 Ty ;
EXISTING MAIN LEVEL GROSS 7,010 SF (CONFIRMED BY PRELIM, REVIEW #308330) o, o a— o) Pl ¢ < Y S g
LOT AREA 5,019 SF JOREMAIN Crr ) fre 3 PR
ol : = T 4 b EXISTING CURB CUT <3gE
WABLE 664 01%:x 29 mR281 R ; T STAT o S / TO REMAIN E i Rl
st w2
ANALYSTS OF 50% MAX ADD'N CRITERIA (PER LI COMMUNITY PLAN) A CEREMOY N Ty —=E-TURF BLOCK DRIVEWAY Ol < Se £
MAX ADDITION = 2,010 SF x 50% = 1,008 SF e ] s %/‘*-@ © ‘E
2,010 SF + 1,005 SF = 3,015 SF > 2,961 SF . | o ; = 1o EL a7.eld f43-eteror. | = g5 =
MAX ALLOWABLE GFA = 2,961 SF (TABLE 131-04 GOVERNS) ‘:: & 3‘328' \ | Eaeaea T e 71 {UPPERLEVEL <|E g & %
. e CFRLEL 467 s, m%ﬁ?
(4 ogv Z [43) % 3
VIsoITyA £ -BY EXIST
PROPOSED BUILDING AREAS 2 N o (e e E g
8 m3 £ I~ DUE TQ B' FYSB ] 6
=25
o - 7 RELOCATE Fa = 5
MAIN LEVEL HABITABLE 1,460 SF 3 EXTST IOWER i WATER METER = £ R
UPPER LEVEL HABITABLE 1,015 sF w |8 WIBOLE bECK bt b= N —t £
= ] \TO BE HEMOVE in? : 8= SEWER LATERAL - @ é
TOTAL HABITABLE 2,475 SF M~ : = # 2 EXIST SEWER CLEANOUT o ?3
GARAGE 435 SF i & s @ 4.4 &g
COVERED LANAT (UNDER HAB.) 25 SF < la — / / B 55 ale o TeE ATe < i3
a | ¥ I~
TOTAL PROPOSED GROSS FLOOR AREA 2,935 SF (2,961 SF ALLOWED) EXTST SEAWALL & | [ ; ! TCEL 474 -3
PROPOSED F.A.R. = 2,935/ 5,019 = .58 A 15 / FLEL 46.6'
AR, =2 . 2 m
2\ T — 0 e ey s B
- i g ; Bl TET —
EXIST 6'H CHAINLINK \ T 18" MIN. / 1) TCEL 47.0' 3
SENSITIVE COASTAL BLUFFS v B i T r— -y o W e pszis
BxxsT BOWER DECK & AccESS ,.u/ §/ ] MAIN LEVEL AR SEESHEETZ  rmuary /\6.04.13
STAIRS YO BE aecigveo & w EXISTING VIEW < ¥ POLE
BLUFF FRONTING THIS PROPERTY IS PROTECTED BY AN EXISTING SEAWALL & EUNITE PATCHED WS PART OF E L TD e ) ) A\9.10.13
BLUFF PROTECTION SYSTEM. PER SDMC SECTION 143.0143, THE 40' BLUFF SETBACK et SINGRURE PROTECTION § )] B @ feaz2 /A11.25.13
CANNOT BE REDUCED. PROPOSED NEW CONSYRUCTION IS ENTIRELY SUPPORTED o~
12'-8" PROPOSED :
S ks o . LEGEND oo ey S EamRaesen g, A fon
B rwliessimsalial bt i EXTST GUNITED BLUF : -13.
ALL EXISTING ACCESSORY STRUCTURES WITHIN 5' OF THE BLUFF EDGE & DEEMED PROTECTION SvSTER i (BELOWbECK) w §‘__13'.s" PROPOSED ALL LOADBEARING SUPPORT FOR THE PROPOSED £\03.28.14
TO BE NOYT NECESSARY FOR THE STABILITY OF THE BLUFF ARE PROPOSED TO BE TO REMAIN = e w UPPER LEVEL NEW DEVELOPMENT SHALL BE LOCATED AT LEAST :
REMOVED, 777777 EXISTING 1-STORY 2 5 & 40" LANDWARD OF THE COASTAL BLUFF EDGE.
& @
A COVENENT OF EASEMENT FOR ESL REGULATIONS TS REQUIRED TO PRESERVE THE T2, SECOND FLOOR ADDITION o o a SHEET NO.
COASTAL BLUFF. o~ e
EFXZX, SECOND LEVEL DECK 2 SITE PLAN 1
1/8"=1'-0"
OF 14

NORTH

S INIWHOVILY
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— LANAL WALL

CLOSE MESHED GRATE

RUMP T0 OLTLET
TO CATGH BASIN

AND THEN TO
SIDEWALIC UNDERDRAIN

SIDEWALK RAME
Qe

INLET PEEDING PLANTER
DISCHARGES DVER GRAVEL
AREA PROTECTING SOIL
MERIN

# PRESBURE CINE FHOM PUME
10 FLOW THROUGH PLANTE

PIPE TO GATCH BASIN WITHIM
PLANTER THAT CONVEVS
RUNOFE TO SIDEWALK
UNDERDRAIN

PUMP WITH RIPE!

TO CATCH BASIN
AND THEN TO

IIB“
FLOW THROUGH PLANTER
AT UNDERDRAIN

NOT 70 80ALE

SECTION "B" -

SIDEWALK LUNDERDRAIN

GRADING DATA

AREA QF 8ITE « 8,017 8F,
AREAOF SITE TG BE GRADED - 0 8F
PERCENT OF 8ITE T0 BE GRADED %

AMOUNT OF CUT - WA CY.
AMOUNTOF FILL~  N/A G Y
AMOUNT OF EXPORT - N/A G,

MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF FILL N!A
BASARAUM FILL SLOPE Fy

MAXIMUM FILL SLOPE HE!GHI‘ NONE

MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF CUT N/A
MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF CUT SLOPE NONE
MAXIMUKM CUT SLOPE RATIO - 2

LENGTH OF SITE RETAINING WALL - NONE
MAX HEIGHT OF SITE RETAINING WALL - WA

NO GRADING 1§ PROPOSED FOR THIS PROJECT

BRIOR T ISEUANCE OF ANY CONSTRUCTION PERMIT, THE OWNERIPERMITEE $HM,L

ENTEH INTO A MAINTENANGE AGREEMENT FOR THE ONGOING PERMANENT 8
MAINTEMANCE SATISFACTORY TO THE CITY ENGINEER.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

LOT 36 OF CLIFFSIDE, IN THE CITY OF 8AN DIEGQ, COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, STATE OF
NO, 2798, FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE
COUNTY RECORDER OF SAN DIEGO COUNTY JULY 11, 1861,

CALIFORNIA, ACCORDING TO MAP THEREOF

p— APN / ADDRESS
g oser - REGESBORS FARDEL NUWBER; B57.527-08.50
5t 477
1 T—. HH = ADDRESS: 550 CALUMET AVENUE
: = LAJGLLA, CA 92057
g 1 THE SOUROE OF THE TOPQ@HAPHIG INFORMATION SHOWN HEREON 18 FROM
SURVEY PERFORMED BY CHRIGTENSEN ENGINEERING & SURVEYING DATED
PROESE TORF OB 4 EERHOARY 21, 2015, REVISED APHR. . 2018
SIDEWALK TO GARAGE L4 Ed 2, THE SUBJECT PROPERTY I8 BERVIED BY CITY OF SAN DIEGED SANITARY SEWER LATERAL AN
WATER SERVICE, WATER SERVIGE 5 TO BE RELOCATED OUTEIDE OF DRIVEWAY.
AT 5 4 BENCHMARK! CITY OF BAN DIEGO BRASS PLUG LOGATED AT THE SOUTHWESTERLY CORMER OF
BXCRVEWAY YO BE REOUED 5 CALUMET AVENUE AND FORWARD STREET. ELEVATION = 4088 MEAN BEA LEVEL (N.QVID: 1629),
AND FEPLAGED WITH 12' DRIVEWAY| ;
AND REPLAGER WITH 12 DRNVEWAY Jout 4. EXISTING LOT 18 ENTIRELY DISTURBED. NO UNDISTURBED AREAS EXIST.
i Ay _— S
TO SIDEWALK UNDERDRAIN " @ &) = LEGEND
e o e |\ oo
T 70 BIDEWALK UNDERI % EXISTING GONTOUR
INVERT AT ELEVATION OF SIDEWALK UNDERDRAIN TR SEAVISE EXISTING OYERHEAD LTILTY
: TABEIIAED. ... FXISTING GAS LINE
ooy L2l # EXISTING SEWER LINE
PoEL f \ A, EXISTING WATER LINE
S B, A7 N
g S . mEae EX, SPOT ELEVATION JETE
_/ PROPOSED BFOT ELEVATION EEEg
W&T@ 'B" g EROPOSED 1 WATER } 2 g EXISTING RETAINING WALL U VSV SRS
N EXSEWER L I & AREADECK DRAIN ©
% N - L‘“*“‘”‘“EF e % i PYG DRAIN
) R E I
- i 5
~ § = GONGRETE BURFACE
o, e | _ i $
% ki N 3’;%?%’;" UNDE,RD?H@ ] o “é =
mmammm&é“ > 2 DIAECTION OF DRAINAGE U .
% % TENTATIVE LOWNSPOUT LOTATION Y-
5 : I » ey
il% PRITERT pe R SIDEWALK UINDERDRAIN PER G127
£ - BADGE ABGVE
PLANTER - il TURF BLODK DFIVEWAY
? asALT u
04 THE GHROUNDE - @
FH-—! BLOW THROUGH FLANTER 8
| g e 5 B R st | g 2 =
§ g 0 & =
. =
oo ma 3
- 7 () . o Kidicuatd FELATE af)
0 3 B VL@ et
VAT NG POLE] lcli
é 7 & :ﬁ‘
NOTE: Preparad By:

BAN DIEGD, CA 92126

GHRISTENSEN ENGINEERING & SURVEYING
7588 SILYERTON AVENUE, SUITE*»

PHOME (258)271-6001 FAX {958)271-8012

PHIDR TO ISSUANCE OF ANY CONSTRUCTION FERIMIT, THE OWNERFERMITEE SHALL
ORPORATE ANY CONSTRUCTION BEST MANAGEMENT PRAGTICES NE GESSARY TO

COMF’L.\' WITH CHAPTER 14, ARTICLE 2, DIVISIONT (GRADING REGULATIONS) OF THE

SAN DIEGO MUNIGIPAL CODE. INTO THE CONSTRUCTION PLANS OR SPECIFIGATIONS.

PRICH TO ISSUANGE OF ANY CONSTRL!CTION PERM!T THE OWNER/PERMITEE BHALL
SUBMIT A WATER POLLUTION CONTROL, PLAN (NPCP). THE WFCP SHALL BE PREPARED
gﬁﬁgﬁé%ANCE WITH THE QUIDELINES IR APFENDIX E OF THE QITYS STORM WATER

AN EMRA WILL BE REQUIRED FOR PRIVATE WALKWAY, TURF BLOTK DRIVEWAY AND BIDEWALK
UNDERDRAIN WITHIN THE BISHT OF WAY

BUNGER WILL TREATED IN A FLOW THROUGH PLANTER AND PUMPED TO THE CALUMET
AVENUE AND THE PUBLIG STORM DRAIN LOCATED THEREIN. IT WILL NOT FLOW OVER THE
COABTAL BLUFF,

DUE 76 THE LOCATION OF EX!STING GAHAGE AND ITS PROXIMITY TO THE RIGHT OF WAY
Am’ DRIVEWAY IS REQUIFED TO ALLOW FOR USE OF THE GARAGE Fi VEMICLE!
Tl‘ 12 2 DAL VE\O\éA‘{ WOULD NOT PHOVIDE SUFFIGIENT WIDTH FOR AG‘OESS TG AND PRQM

% SEFTEMBER 23, 2013

ANTONY K CHRISTENSEN Date
ICE 84021
EXP, 12-31-18

Projact Address:
55850 CALUMET AVENUE
LA JOLLA, CA 52087

Projact Narme:

MORSE RESIDENCE

Revigion §:
Revigion 4

Ravision 8: 09-23-13 REVISE DRIVEWAY
Fieviglan 2: 031018 ADDRESS CITY COMMENTS
Revigion 1: 05-20-13 ADD EX WALL ELEVATIONS

Sheet Title:

DRAINAGE PLAN

Original Date: MAY 08, 2018
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LINK FENCING

EXIST GUNITE -y
TO REMAIN

REMOVE EXEST
610" CHATNLINK \

r

EXIST CONCRETE SEAWALL

et

EKIST TRAP DOOR
TP BE REMOVED

REMOVE EXTST WOOD DECK, ~——-1
WOQD POSTS & CHAIM

PL

A 30'-0" HEXIGHT LIMIT (ZONING)
.—.—r._.._.__._.___.___.._._.w_..._.._.._ JROSERERAE
cymm)

PROPOSED 2ND
STGRY ADDITION

o

//+———————swr=r EDSE
/ L—s' BLUFF EDGE SETBACK t

| 5 BLUFF EDGE sETaAcx—A}

LINE OF EXIST

1-§TORY RESIDENCE e

MAX QVERALL BLDG
HT. (PROP )

EXIST GRADE & PROP D
[47 0'THIEH POINT

mus ROADBED

| 6' WROUGHT
: IRON FEMCE

—— s > S——

|
H '\“ CALUMET  50' RIGHT OF WAY
7\——7[' ©XI5T CURE
[ & GUTTER

PL

L—40' BLUFF EDBE SETBACK

EXIST LANTILEVERED DECK TO
REMATM AS A PORTION OF THE

EXIST BLUFF PROTECTION SYSTEM

INC. SLAE, 6RADE BEAM, & PIERS BELOW

SECTIONA_

LOW POINY DATUM

EXTST WOOD SKIRT & CONC. GRADE BEAM
TO REMAIN AS A PORTION OF THE
EXTST BLUFF PROTECTION SYSTEM
A
)
LA-EXTST MIDDLE WOOD DECK & ALL
VERTICAL ACCESS STAIRS TO BE REMOVED

£33
Ay EXIST WOOD SKIRTAAGGING
&Y TO BE REMOVED

EXIST LOWER DECK TO BE REMOVED & BUNITE PATCHED
AS A PORTION OF THE EXIST

BLUFF PROTECTION SYSTEM - SEE

GEOTECH REPORT

_30'-0" HT. LTIt

HAX
BLUG, HT.
ROP D)

EXISTING
NEIGHBORING 2-STORY
RESIDENCE

EXIST & PROP, GRADE ~~EXIST & PROPOSED GRADE

l46.l‘

47,0 HIGH POINT DATUM

WODDFENCE
"

SECTION B

{LOOKING EAST)

ki W W so——

EXISTING
NEIGHBORING 2-8TORY
RESIDENCE

SITE SECTIONS

1/8" = 1'-0"

NS
Z g
'-'OJE%
A S
m'n
o o
w 3
N3
oR
s 8

2333 Gtate Street  Suite 100 Carisbad, CA 92008

MARTIN /M\ ARCHITECTURE
Tim Martin A.LA.
760-729-3470{0) 760-729-3473 (F) 858-349-3474 (C)
fim@martinarchitecture.com

CDP 5.2.13
A\B.20.13
A9.10.13
/£01.03.14
A0113.14
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CHAIN LINK FENCE

PRIPERTY LE <TYR)

PACIFIC OCEAN

CONTOUR INTERVAL: 2°

Ct
&S

CHRISTENSEN ENGINEERING & SURVEYING

7888 SILVERTON AVENUE,

CITY [F 3AN DIEGD BENCHMARK BRASS PLUG LOCATED AT THE SOUTHWESTERLY CURNER OF
CALUMET AVENUE AND FORWARD STREET, ELEVATION = 4081 MEAN SEA LEVEL (NGV.D
1929,

ABBREVIATIONS

28 ELEVATION

Ff FINISH FLOOR

FL FLOW LINE

FG FINISH GRADE

8 FINISH SURFACE

GFF GARAGE FINISH FLODR
TC THE (F CURB

TYP TYPICAL

4, THE ASSESSDOR PARCEL NUMBER FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY IS 357-921-06
5, THE AREA OF THE SUBJECT PROPERTY IS 042 ACRES.

62-21-13
PATRICK F, CHRISTENSEN, PL.S. 7206 Dote

Project Nome

MORSE RESIDENCE

Sheet Title:

TOPOGRAPHIC MAP
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Frepared By
CHRISTENSEN ENGINEERING 3 SURVEYING
7888 SILVERTON AVENUE, SUITE *J*
LEGAL DESCRIPTION NOTES SAN DIEGD, CA 92126
it PHONE (8S$1271~9901 FaX (BS@IR71~8912
LOT 36 OF CLIFFSIDE, IN THE CITY OF SAN DIEGD, COUNTY OF SAN DIEGD, STATE OF 1, EASEMENTS, AGREEMENTS, DIICUMENTS AND OTHER MATTERS WHICH AFFECT THIS
CALIFOIRNIA, ACCORDING 7O MAP THEREDF NI, 2799, FILED IN THE CFFICE OF THE PROPERTY MAY EXIST, BUT CANMOT BE PLOTTED. TITLE REPORT NOT PROVIDED.
COUNTY RECORDER OF SAN DIEGD COUNTY Jul.Y 1i, 1951 2 THE PRECISE LOCATION OF UNDERGRUUND UTILITIES COULD NOT BE DETERMINED IN
THE FIELD. PRIOR TII ANY EXCAVATION UTILITY COMPANIES WILL NEED T MARK- Project Address:
[UT THE UTILITY LOCATIONS. Revislon St
BENCHMARK 3. THE ADDRESS FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY IS 5550 CALUMET AVENUE, L& JOLLA, CA 92037, 5550 CALUNET AVENUE Revision 4
LA JOLLA, CA 92037 Revision 3

Revislon & §-13-13 ADDED BLUFF TOPD
Revision b 4-4-13 CHANGED SCALE

Originol Joter FEBRUARY 21, 2013
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PACIFIC OCEAN

5o -10"
z-z chove
o %_,.,.\\ wanfs wixpow Fnﬁ'rka BODR
REMOVED aqt A | — 20" 0" -
FOR CORNER = 1 B a REMOVED
WINDOW i
- _/ / _ - - | __ - - NB6°38'B4'E__ 96.41' SiEane
/ 1 I ¥ 1 } L o e e e 3
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= )
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T ~ e &
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LOWER PATI wfa bl L MSTR BED, - FOR NEW FOST 0 B X |
! WALL REMOVED GARAGE =1 B i B g WALL 1
i 17780 FOR NEW WINDEW R 200" N A T g 16'-4'" REMOVED
I WALL aemﬁvz\:o & oy I 3 g_:
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B } oy o 1107 x 14'-6" = I W g
- 3 "
I~ 3 reLocate | £
| STR MSTR\ i mfén Er
g a . H
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1 16'-4" 16'-4" 0
2 20'-6" 20'-¢" 0
3 414" 414" ) 0
4 33'-10" 154" P 18'-6" YA
5 45'-2" 3-8 ¢ a6 |
6 50'-10" [ 54" JA
TOTAL 208°-0" (102'-87 | 105'-4"
(49% OF ORIGINAL WALL LENGTH TO REMAIN ~

&

DEMOLITION SYMBOL

OF CITY OF SAN DIEGO

NO CHANGE TO EXISTING EXTERIS
WALL REMOVAL PER DEFINITIOM

EXISTING FIXTURES TO BE REMOVED

NEW COLUMN - SEE SHEET 13
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- 1
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Tim Martin A.LA.
2333 State Street  Suite 100 Carisbad, CA 92008
7E0-720-3470(0)  760-729-3473 (Fy 858-349-3474 (C)

MARTIN M ARCHITECTURE
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EXISTING ADJACENT 2-STORY RESIDENCE
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LANDSCAPE DESIGN STATEMENT:
Goal:

Provide a landscape that enhances the residential quality of Calumet, while specifying low-water and sea-tolerant
pianis. Using plants to soften the straet-side fagade, our goal was to bring living plant material to the developmert,
Objectives:

1. Consistent with the La Jolla PDO, low-water plants are specified.

2. Use plants that thive in first exposurs ssa coast conditions.

3. Belect plants that ralate to human scale and enhance the experience of pedestrians and oocupants.

4. Bireot tron to bie conalstent with La Julla Strest Tros recommerdations for Zone 1,

LANDSCAPE & MAINTENANCE NOTES:

1. The long term maintenancs of the project shall be the responsibility of the owner. The landscape areas shall be
rmalntained In & healthy growing condition, Dissased or dead plant material shall be satisfactorily tredted or
replaced per the vonditions of the permit.

2 Al fendscaps and Irrigation required by this permll shall conform 1o the City of San Diege's Landscape
Reuvuiremeants Ssction 1420400, the Land Develupmem Maruat Landseape Standards, and all sther landscape
related oity and regional standards,

3. All canopy trees shall be provided & minimumn root zona of 40 8.£. in area,

IRRIGATION SYSTEM NOTES:

1. Al planting areds will be inigated accarding o plant type and environmentat axpnsuae Planting areas will
receive tomplate water coverape by means of en autemativally contraliad, slectronically operated, underground
piped sprinklar sysiem, mgatlon mainline piping shall ba plastic (lype 1220) goheduls 40 or class 315 and class
200 or class 315 tateral fines. Lings will be installed at 18 deep for pressure lines and 12" daap for lateral ines,

2, Deip irrigation and low-smitting syray irrigation heads to be used.

ROOT BARRIER NOTES:

4. Root barrier typs to be
"Bioharrier’ vy Reemay Inc. (800} 284-2780.
2. Rovt barrers are nof to be wrapped around root ball of ires,

3. Non-biodegradeable root barriers shall be installed around all new sirest irees, Rool batviers may be eliminated
where the combination of tree spacies, soil type, suil area, and draitiage conditions gan be shown to afford
wquivatart protection against tres root damags to public Improvements (LDC 142.0408).

ANDCSAPE CALCULATION:

Roguired: Provided/Clalmed:
iroct Yard:
| Total Arear 74684,
Flanting Aren: 373 8.1, 354 83,
{50% o iotal aigs)

Excass Polnts Applied to

Heduce Square Footage Requireents per &4 "'“"}2”;;’“"‘ usud 198,

BROMO: 142.0405 () (8)

Pignt Folnts: 37 polnts 104 points
(005 porsotel 7).

Palnts Achieved through Trees: 14 points -20 pointe
{12 racuired pulnt }

femalning Yard:

| Yotal Area; 24856 41,

Planting Area: 4hsl 92 84
P8 periree)
Plant Points: 80 polnfs 208 poinfs
Paints Achieved through Treas: 75 paints 100 points
(142 roguired polata §
Welilcufar Use Area Within Strest
Yard:

{ Tatal Area: 108 8.1,
Hlanting Area {under 8000 s.6): Uos, rjﬁ "“E’Q 2084
Plant Points: 1 moint 18 points

16.08 vehipuizr ey vewa)
Vehicular Uss Area Outside Street
Yard:

| Toi] Arpa: 100 84,
Planiing Ares: Sl sl
Plant Pointe: 4 points 12 points

| Blrget Trees jn Public Right-of Way:

| Length of strest Frontage: 5% fant
Btraet Trees: 1 1
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Attachment 6

HEARING OFFICER RESOLUTION NO. HO-XX-CCC
SITE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. 1130780 and
COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. 1131955
MORSE RESIDENCE PROJECT NO. 323667

WHEREAS, Robert J. Morse and Karen B. Morse, Owner/Permittee, filed an application with the
City of San Diego for a permit to remodel an existing single family residence to allow an addition to the
first floor and a new second-story for a total gross floor area of approximately 2,935 square feet and the
after-the-fact permitting of a coastal bluff protective device (as described in and by reference to the
approved Exhibits “A” and corresponding conditions of approval he associated Permit Nos. 1130780
and 1131955), on portions of a 0.12 acre site;

WHEREAS, the project site is located at 5550 Calw tue in the RS-1-7 zone in the La Jolla

Community Plan area;

WHEREAS, the project site is legally des
No. 2799, filed July 11, 1951;

WHEREAS, on February 11, 20
Development Permit No. 1130955 and

WHEREAS, on Dec
Development Services D
exempt from the Californ
et. seq.) under CEQA Guidg
Environmental Determinati
Section 112.052(

Hearing Officer of the City of San Diego as

itten Findings, dated February 11, 2015.
FINDINGS:

Site Development Permit ctic 26.0504

1. The proposed development will not adversely affect the applicable land use plan. The Morse
Residence (Project) will allow an addition to the first floor and a new second-story floor for a total gross
floor area of approximately 2,935 square feet and the after-the-fact permitting of a coastal bluff
protective device (gunite) and the removal of permitted stairs and mid and lower bluff decks. The La
Jolla Community Plan (Plan) identifies the site for residential development. The Project is consistent with
the designated use identified in the Plan. Further the Project will be consistent with the single family
character of the existing neighborhood as perceived from the public right-of-way. The design of the
home will be compatible with the appearance of the existing neighborhood and incorporate fagade
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articulation and architectural details that will improve the aesthetic appeal of the structure when viewed
from the street and from along the coast. The proposed home will not adversely affect any visitor-serving
or recreational facility. No coastal scenic resources, recreational or visitor-serving facilities were
identified on the project site. Therefore, no adverse impacts to such resources will occur as a result of
project implementation. The project has been evaluated for compliance with the adopted land use plan
and determined to be consistent with the Plan. Through the review of the proposed project, the Project
was determined by city staff to be consistent with the Plan’s land use designation, the Plan’s design
guidelines and the development regulations of the RS-1-7 Zone. For these reasons, the Project will not
adversely affect the La Jolla Community Plan. For additional information, also refer to Coastal
Development Permit (CDP) Findings, Site Development Permit (SDP) Findings 2 and 3 and
Supplemental Findings 1 through 6.

i)ublic health, safety, and welfare.
‘and a new second-story floor for a
the-fact permitting of a coastal

2. The proposed development will not be detrimental.
The Morse Residence (Project) will allow an addition to the
total gross floor area of approximately 2,935 square fee
bluff protective device (gunite) and the removal of
Project will not be detrimental to public health, sa

Project’s compliance with the City’s codes, policies, r
regulations to prevent detrimental impacts.to the health,

e development apply to this site to
inity. Conditions of approval require
the review of all construction
ply with all regulations.

e 1mplemented in accordance with

regulations governing the construction an
prevent adverse effects to those persons or
compliance with several ope
plans by professional staff 1

continued health, safety and ge
information, also:referfto CDP E

ly Witingthe regulations of the Land Development Code
to the Land Development Code. The Morse Residence

device (gunite) and the removal of permitted stairs and mid and
equests nor requires the approval of any deviation or variance to
allow the development of th as proposed. The front yard setback required for this property is
determined by Map thereof No. 2799 filed July 11, 1951 and is established as five feet from the property
line parallel to the public right-of-way. The Project is consistent with the established setback. With
regard to the after the fact approval of the gunite, all of the requirements of Municipal Code Section
143.0143 have been met consistent with the geotechnical and coastal bluff evaluation reports prepared by
Geotechnical Exploration Inc. and GeoSoils Inc. referenced in the Supplemental Finding B 1 below.
Additionally, prior to the City of San Diego having coastal permit issuance authority for development at
the site, the California Coastal Commission, when it issued the coastal development permit for the gunite
at 5544 Calumet, made all of the necessary findings for gunite installation and retention. It should be
noted that the gunite protects the existing coastal bluff at both 5550 and 5544 Calumet from excessive
erosion and potential additional bluff failure. However, the gunite is not necessary for or needed to

lower bluff decks. The Project:
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support the proposed additions to the existing home as those additions are beyond the forty foot setback
and the applicant’s licensed design professionals will design the structure to be safe from erosion for the
75 year life expectancy of the additions. Finally, as a result of previous failures, and the extreme vertical
face of the failed bluff at 5550 Calumet, the applicant’s licensed design professionals stated that removal
of the gunite will not only likely damage the bluff, but will potentially expose both homes to damage,
and could potentially subject the public to danger due to rocks falling and other dangerous conditions.
The Project complies with all the development regulations of the RS-1-7 Zone and Environmentally
Sensitive Lands Regulations that apply to this site. With the adoption of the permit conditions, the
proposed addition and remodel of the single family structure will be in conformance with all relevant
regulations including floor area ratio, setbacks, height, parking and all other relevant regulations.
Conceptual plans submitted by the applicant have been determined fo.be in compliance with all
development regulations relevant to the site. No deviations or variance is required to approve the Project.
Therefore, the proposed Project will comply with the applicab lations of the Land Development
Code. For additional information, also refer to CDP Finding indings 1 and 2 above and
Supplemental Findings Findings1 through 6.

B. Supplemental Findings--Environmenta

oor for a total gross
ermitting of a coastal bluff

d and lower bluff decks. The project
project site contains

e applicant’s geotechnical

n rates, wave run-up analysis, the
of these reports indicates the gunite bluff facing
_and rainfall erosion and will provide protection

Residence (Project) will allow an addit
floor area of approximately 2,935 square
protective device (gunite) and the removal
site is located between the fi
environmentally sensitive

need to maintain the gunit
and protective features are

elated setback of forty feet is adequate and will
oposed development. With regard to the after
ments of Municipal Code Section 143.0143 have been

| bluff evaluation reports prepared by Geotechnical

prior to the City of San Diego having coastal permit

he site, the California Coastal Commission, when it issued the

coastal development p
installation and retention.

1d be noted that the gunite protects the existing coastal bluff at both
5550 Calumet and 5544 Cal m excessive erosion and potential bluff failure. However, the gunite
is not necessary, for, or needed to, support the proposed additions to the existing home as those additions
are beyond the forty foot setback and will be safe from the erosion for the 75 year life expectancy of the
additions. Finally, as a result of previous failures, and the extreme vertical face of the failed bluff at 5550
Calumet, the applicant’s licensed design professionals stated that removal of the gunite will not only
likely damage the bluff, but will potentially expose both homes to damage, and will potentially subject
the public to danger due to rocks falling and other dangerous conditions. The geotechnical reports for the
proposed Morse Residence were accepted and meet the requirements to allow the approval of the
proposed project.
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The Revised Drainage Study, dated September 10, 2013, prepared by Antony Christensen, Registered
Civil Engineer, of Christensen Engineering, for the proposed Morse Residence was reviewed and
accepted. The project meets the Basic Objectives and Basic Policy on drainage design required by the
City of San Diego Drainage Manual. The project manages increases in runoff discharge rates and
durations that are likely to cause increased erosion, silt pollution generation or other impacts to beneficial
uses and stream habitat due to increased erosive force. The Water Quality Study, dated May 06, 2013,
prepared by Antony Christensen, RCE of Christensen Engineering for the proposed Morse Residence
was accepted as adequate. The Site Design Best Management Practices (BMPs) and Source Control
BMPs analysis is adequate and adheres to the City of San Diego Storm Water Standards. The Water
Quality Study was accepted as adequate.

slopment. No sensitive coastal
proposed project.

No grading of the site is required to accommodate the proposed.
resources or environmentally sensitive areas will be disturbed:

ediately surrounding the subject

No adjacent public parks or public recreational areas adja

the development will not result in a
ation, also refer to CDP and SDP

or and a new second-story floor for a total gross
ter-the-fact permitting of a coastal bluff

le and will not grade the site except wherever
he forty foot Coastal Bluff edge. The existing

coastal bluff o
rocky shoreline y in Geologic Hazard Category 53, level or sloping

ure, low to moderate risk, and partially in Geologic Hazard

Category 47, coastal b
according to the City of

The project site contains environmentally sensitive lands in the form of sensitive coastal bluffs.
Currently, the bluff is protected with air-placed concrete (currently unpermitted) and other shoreline
protective devices. The existing seawall on site was permitted by California Coastal Commission
Development Permit F-0628 in 1973. This Coastal Development Permit will after-the-fact authorize the
gunite to remain and protect the bluff, the adjacent property, and the public from injury. Some of the
existing improvements westerly of the top of bluff, specifically decks and stairs, do not serve as shoreline
protection and the Applicant has agreed to remove those features and patch the gunite pursuant to the
recommendation of the La Jolla Community Plan, page 51, Section D. Further, condition 32 of Site
Development Permit No. 1130955 and Coastal Development Permit No. 1130780 and approved Exhibit
“A” requires the removal of these specific previously permitted non-essential features currently west of
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the bluff edge provided that such removal will not result in damage to the coastal bluff, or otherwise
adversely affect the functionality of the existing California Coastal Commission approved seawall and
the existing gunite (shoreline erosion control). Additionally the existing air-placed concrete (gunite) will
be patched and colored to more naturally match the adjacent bluffs.

The proposed new structural foundations and all new development will observe a forty foot bluff edge
setback as required by the regulations and recommended by the referenced geologic and Coastal
Engineering investigation report. As referenced above, the gunite is not nieeded to protect the proposed
additions and, as conditioned will ensure the sensitive coastal bluff will not be adversely impacted by the
proposed development. In addition, all drainage will be directed away from the coastal bluff in order to
reduce, control or mitigate erosion of, and other impacts from runoffto the coastal bluff and shoreline
below as shown on the approved plans.

The proj ect site has been previously graded as a result of
proposed additions and remodel.

The Project site is not located within the FW (Flo

f-way and away from the coastal bluff.
atural vegetation which will pose a

eologic and erosional forces,

the alteration of natural land
‘ SDP Findings, and

flood hazards, or fire hazar

onstruction will occur on areas of the site that have been
jacent coastal bluff face. No development will occur on
posed development will be sited, designed and

n any adjacent environmentally sensitive lands. No adverse
ensitive lands, including coastal bluffs, will occur as a result of the
r to CDP and SDP Findings, and Supplemental Findings 1

impacts on adjacent en
Project. For additional in
through 2 above and 4 throu

4. The proposed development will be consistent with the City of San Diego’s Multiple Species
Conservation Program (MSCP) Subarea Plan. The Morse Residence (Project) will allow an addition
to the first floor and a new second-story floor for a total gross floor area of approximately 2,935 square
feet and the after-the-fact permitting of a coastal bluff protective device (gunite) and the removal of
permitted stairs and mid and lower bluff decks. The Project site is not within the Multi-Habitat Planning
Area of the Multiple Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan and will have no effect upon the
Multiple Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan. In this way the Project will be consistent with the
City of San Diego’s Multiple Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan. For additional information
refer to CDP and SDP Findings, and Supplemental Findings 1 through 3 above and 5 through 6 below.
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5. The proposed development will not contribute to the erosion of public beaches or adversely
impact local shoreline sand supply. The Morse Residence (Project) will allow an addition to the first
floor and a new second-story floor for a total gross floor area of approximately 2,935 square feet and the
after-the-fact permitting of a coastal bluff protective device (gunite) and the removal of permitted stairs
and mid and lower bluff decks. All runoff from the site which occurs as a result of precipitation will be
collected into a drain system and directed to the gutter or storm water system in the public right-of-way.
No runoff from the site which occurs as a result of precipitation and/or irrigation will be allowed down
the face of the coastal bluff. In that all runoff from the site that occurs as a result of precipitation will be
directed to a storm drain system, the Project will not contribute to the erosion of public beaches or
adversely impact the local shoreline sand supply. For additional infermation refer to CDP and SDP
Findings, and Supplemental Findings 1-4 above and 6 below. &

6. The nature and extent of mitigation required a ond 1 of the permit is reasonably
related to, and calculated to alleviate, negative impacts cre

second-story floor for a total
gross floor area of approximately 2,935 square fe itting of a coastal bluff
protective device (gunite) and the removal of perr
proposed project is exempt from the California Envir:
pursuant to CEQA. Conditions of the permit have been
regulations of the San Diego Municipal €
of mitigation required as a condition of't
negative impacts created by the proposed d

Findings, and Supplemental

ject. Therefore, the nature and extent
ted to, and calculated to alleviate,

(Project) will allow an addition to the first floor and a
of approximately 2,935 square feet and the after-the-
e (gunite) and the removal of permitted stairs and mid
be developed entirely within the private property and will

new second-stot
fact permitting
and lower bluffdec
not encroach upon a
public access way identi
physical access way legally
private property.

al Coastal Program land use plan as there is no existing
the public or any proposed public access ways located on the

There are no existing physical accessways to the shoreline across the Project site. The La Jolla
Community Plan does not identify any proposed public accessway across the site. As such, the proposed
coastal development will not encroach upon any existing physical accessway that is legally used by the
public or any proposed public accessway identified in a Local Coastal Program land use plan.

There are no designated public views within the existing side yards identified in the Community Plan.
Nevertheless, the project is designed and sited so as not to block or obstruct any view along the side yard
setbacks and the side yards are required to be four feet wide and the property owner will be required to
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record two (2) four—foot wide View Corridor Easements, as shown on Exhibit “A,” in accordance with
SDMC section 132.0403 along the southerly and northerly side property lines. The new views created
through the private property will be eight feet in combined width. All fencing, landscaping, and other
improvements in the view corridors will be restricted by recording the easement to assure the
preservation of the public views towards the ocean. The Project will adhere to community goals not to
intrude into any of the identified public view corridors, in that no identified public view corridors are
identified in the La Jolla Community Plan across the site. The Project will result in more public viewing
opportunities than what exists presently. The new views provided by the project in the north and south
side yards will provide public views to the ocean beyond and prevent a “walling off” or other adverse
effect to the community. The Project will not obstruct any coastal or scenic views from any public
vantage point. There will not be any increase in building footpri the existing structure that will, from
a public vantage point, result in public views blockage to or along the ocean. The ridge height of the
second story addition will be twenty-four feet six inches high; is below the maximum permitted
height of thirty feet. Therefore it has been concluded that in tation of the Project will not

As such, the proposed coastal development will nef
is legally used by the public or any proposed publ
Development Program Land Use Plan and the propos
public views to and along the ocean and_
Program Land Use Plan. For additional 1z
above.

d a new second-story floor for a
fier-the-fact permitting of a coastal
itted stairs and mid and lower bluff decks. The
operty containing the sensitive coastal bluff.
Community Plan. The developed site does not

uch a Way so as to have no adverse effect upon the bluff
ely affect environmentally sensitive lands. The project

levelopment will be located forty-feet landward of the coastal bluff
edge. The project as designe itioned will ensure the sensitive coastal bluff will not be adversely
impacted by the proposed development. The new residence will conform with all applicable provisions of
the Municipal Code and certified Local Coastal Program. No deviations or variances are requested or
required to approve the Project. Therefore, the proposed development will not adversely affect
environmentally sensitive lands. For additional information, refer to Findings 1 above and 3 and 4 below
and SDP Findings.

3. The proposed coastal development is in conformity with the certified Local Coastal
Program land use plan and complies with all regulations of the certified Implementation Program.
The Morse Residence (Project) will allow an addition to the first floor and a new second-story floor for a
total gross floor area of approximately 2,935 square fect and the after-the-fact permitting of a coastal

~ bluff protective device (gunite) and the removal of permitted stairs and mid and lower bluff decks. The
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project is located in an area identified in the La Jolla Community Plan as Low Density Residential
designated for residential uses at a range of 5-9 dwelling units per acre. The proposed residence will be
consistent with the land use and will conform to all the requirements of the RS-1-7 zone, the La Jolla
Community Plan and Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan. The proposed project will be consistent
with the goals identified by the La Jolla Community Plan and Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan for
residential development. The proposed structure is designed to achieve a harmonious visual relationship
between the bulk and scale of the existing and the adjacent structures. The proposed project will be
consistent with the recommended land use, design guidelines, and development standards in effect for the
subject property per the adopted La Jolla Community Plan, the Environmentally Sensitive Lands
regulations, the City’s certified Local Coastal Program, and the City of San Diego’s Progress Guide and
General Plan, which recommend the subject property be developedswith single-family residential
development in accordance with development regulations of the.éxisting RS-1-7 zone. The proposed
project will comply with all applicable provisions of the Muni ode and certified Local Coastal
Program and deviations or variances are not requested. Ther roposed development is in
conformity with the City’s certified Local Coastal Proge n and any other applicable
adopted plans and programs in effect for this site. For , refer to Finding 1 through 2
above and 4 below, and SDP Findings above. —

1tional informi

e public access and public recreation
sidence (Project) will allow an
ss floor area of approximately 2,935

Overlay Zone the coastal developme
policies of Chapter 3 of the California
addition to the first floor and a new secon

1 Act. The western most portion of the property is
f with existing permitted private stairs to the

ther non-essential improvements on the bluff,
ual appearance and aesthetics of the site to

ty with the public access and public recreation pohcles
ct. For additional information, refer to CDP Finding 1 through 3

above and SDP Findin

BE IT FURTHER RES: D that, the Hearing Office hereby acknowledges the CEQA
Exemption and based on the testimony at the hearing and the various reports, studies and correspondence
in the public record, and based on the findings hereinbefore adopted by the Hearing Officer, Site
Development Permit No. 1130780 and Coastal Development Permit No. 1131955 is hereby GRANTED
by the Hearing Officer to the referenced Owner/Permittee, in the form, exhibits, terms and conditions as
set forth in Permit Nos. 1130780 and 1131955, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part
hereof.
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John S. Fisher
Development Project Manager
Development Services

Adopted on:

Job Order No. 24003769

Attachment 6
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY
CITY OF SAN DIEGO

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
PERMIT INTAKE, MAIL STATION 501

WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO
PROJECT MANAGEMENT
PERMIT CLERK
MAIL STATION 501

INTERNAL ORDER NUMBER: 24003769

This Site Development Permit No. 1130
granted by the Hearing Officer of the City.
Husband and Wife as € ;
pursuant to San Diegi
site is located at 5550-Cal
The project site is legally-de
filed July LE=19:

Zone of the La Jolla Community Plan area.
iffside, according to Map thereof No. 2799,

tth in this Permit, permission is granted to

ingle family residence to allow an addition to the first
total gross floor area of approximately 2,935 square feet
itting-and color coating and repair if necessary of a coastal
identifie size, dimension, quantity, type, and location on the approved
’] dated [INSERT Approval Date] , on file in the Development Services

exhibits [Exhibit A
Department.

The project shall include:
a. Remodel an existing single family residence to allow a minor addition to the first floor
and a new second-story of approximately 1,015 square feet for a total gross floor area

of approximately 2,935 square feet and the after-the-fact permitting and color coating
and repair if necessary of a coastal bluff protective device (gunite);
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b. The removal of the permitted stairs, mid and lower bluff decks, and other non-essential
improvements west of the top of the coastal bluff and minor patching as referenced on
Exhibit “A”;

c. Landscaping (planting, irrigation and landscape related improvements);
d. Off-street parking;

e. Public and private accessory improvements determined by the Development Services
Department to be consistent with the land use and ment standards for this site in
accordance with the adopted community plan, th fornia Environmental Quality
Act [CEQA] and the CEQA Guidelines, the City er’s requirements, zoning
regulations, conditions of this Permit, and a icable regulations of the
SDMC.

STANDARD REQUIREMENTS:

1. This permit must be utilized within thirty-si
of appeal have expired. If this pe
Division | of the SDMC within the
Extension of Time has been granted.
requirements and applicable gu1dehnes
appropriate decision makeg: i
time].

e effective on the eleventh working day
on of the Notice of Final Action, or

b.  The Permit is recorded in the Office of the San Diego County Recorder.

4.  While this Permit is in effect, the subject property shall be used only for the purposes and
under the terms and conditions set forth in this Permit unless otherwise authorized by the
appropriate City decision maker.

5. This Permit is a covenant running with the subject property and all of the requirements and

conditions of this Permit and related documents shall be binding upon the Owner/Permittee and
any successor(s) in interest.
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6.  The continued use of this Permit shall be subject to the regulations of this and any other
applicable governmental agency.

7.  Issuance of this Permit by the City of San Diego does not authorize the Owner/Permittee
for this Permit to violate any Federal, State or City laws, ordinances, regulations or policies
including, but not limited to, the Endangered Species Act of 1973 [ESA] and any amendments
thereto (16 U.S.C. § 1531 et seq.).

8.  The Owner/Permittee shall secure all necessary building permits. The Owner/Permittee is
informed that to secure these permits, substantial building m ions and site improvements
may be required to comply with applicable building, fire, m cal, and plumbing codes, and
State and Federal disability access laws.

9.  Construction plans shall be in substantial conférmity to Exhi

L “A.” Changes,
modifications, or alterations to the constructi

required to comply with each and ev:
granted by this Permit.

If any condition of thi
found or held by ac
- this Permit shall be

rceable, or unreasonable,
ermittee shall have the right,

proved the Permit for a determination by
or the issuance of the proposed permit can

ute right to approve, disapprove, or modify
ontained therein.

costs, including attorn
the issuance of this perm ing, but not limited to, any action to attack, set aside, void,
challenge, or annul this development approval and any environmental document or decision.
The City will promptly notify Owner/Permittee of any claim, action, or proceeding and, if the
City should fail to cooperate fully in the defense, the Owner/Permittee shall not thereafter be
responsible to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City or its agents, officers, and
employees. The City may elect to conduct its own defense, participate in its own defense, or
obtain independent legal counsel in defense of any claim related to this indemnification. In the
event of such election, Owner/Permittee shall pay all of the costs related thereto, including
without limitation reasonable attorney’s fees and costs. In the event of a disagreement between
the City and Owner/Permittee regarding litigation issues, the City shall have the authority to
control the litigation and make litigation related decisions, including, but not limited to,
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settlement or other disposition of the matter. However, the Owner/Permittee shall not be required
to pay or perform any settlement unless such settlement is approved by Owner/Permittee.

ENGINEERING REQUIREMENTS:

12. The project proposes to export no material from the project site. Any excavated material
that is exported shall be exported to a legal disposal site in accordance with the Standard
Specifications for Public Works Construction (the “Green Book™), 2009 edition and Regional
Supplement Amendments adopted by Regional Standards Committee.

13. The drainage system proposed for this development, a n on the site plan, is private
and subject to approval by the City Engineer.

14. Prior to foundation inspection, the Owner/Pen
certification signed by a Registered Civil Engine¢
pad elevation based on USGS datum is consisfe
the City Engineer.

urveyor, certifying the
xhibit “A”, satisfactory to

15. Prior to the issuance of any building permits, t
and bond, the existing driveway wi
Standard SDG-162 Concrete Drivew

Maintenance Agreer
Engineer.

Prior to the issuance of any construction permits, the Owner/Permittee shall submit a
geotechnical investigation report that specifically addresses the proposed construction plans. The
geotechnical investigation report shall be reviewed for adequacy and is subject to approval of by
the Geology Section of Development Services. All load-bearing support for the proposed new
development shall be located at least forty-feet landward from the coastal bluff edge.

LANDSCAPE REQUIREMENTS:
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19. Prior to issuance of any construction or Building or Grading Permit, complete landscape

and irrigation construction documents consistent with the Landscape Standards shall be

submitted to and is subject to approval of the Development Services Department. The

construction documents shall conform to the approved Exhibit “A.” Construction plans shall

provide and identify a forty square foot area around each tree which is unencumbered by
“hardscape and utilities as set forth under LDC 142.0403(b)5.

20. Prior to Final Inspection, it shall be the responsibility of the Owner/Permittee to install all
required landscape and obtain all required landscape inspections

mce of all landscape
t-of-way, consistent with the
ing will be the responsibility

21. The Owner/Permittee shall be responsible for the main
improvements shown on the approved plans, including in:
Landscape Standards unless long-term maintenance ofx

: er free condition at all
times. Severe pruning or “topping” of trees is n
Permit.

tings, hardscape, landscape
roved construction document

23. If any required landscape, inclt
features, or other landscape improve
plans is damaged or removed during dem
replaced in kind and equi i

1d shall not be converted for any other use
iate City decision maker in accordance with the

SDMC.

25.
determined, during col
construction and a con:
any such survey shall be b

ing to the provisions of the SDMC may be required if it is
there may be a conflict between the building(s) under

his Permit or a regulation of the underlying zone. The cost of
y the Owner/Permittee.

26. Prior to the issuance of any construction permits, the Owner/Permittee shall execute and
record a Covenant of Easement which ensures preservation of the Environmentally Sensitive
Lands that are outside the allowable development area on the premises as shown on Exhibit “A”
for Sensitive Coastal Bluffs, in accordance with SDMC section 143.0152. The Covenant of
Easement shall include a legal description and an illustration of the premises showing the
development area and the Environmentally Sensitive Lands as shown on Exhibit “A.”
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27. Prior to the issuance of any construction permits, the Owner/Permittee shall record two (2)
four—foot wide View Corridor Easements, as shown on Exhibit “A,” in accordance with SDMC
section 132.0403.

28. Prior to the issuance of any construction permits, the Owner/Permittee shall execute a
Notice of Hazardous Condition-Indemnification and Hold Harmless Agreement for Sensitive
Coastal Bluffs in accordance with SDMC section 143.0143, in a form and content acceptable to
the Director of the Development Services Department, or designated representative, which shall
provide: (a) that the Owner/Permittee understands that new accessory structures or landscape
features customary and incidental to residential uses are prohibited within 5 feet of the Coastal
Bluff Edge or on the face of the Bluff, as illustrated on appr lan Exhibit “A;” (b) that the
Owner/Permittee understands that the site may be subject aordinary hazard from coastal
bluff erosion and the Owner/Permittee assumes all liab 1-such hazards; and (c) the

fall on the same premises
ble regulations in the SDMC.

29. All private outdoor lighting shall
where such lights are located and in ac

stomary and incidental to
t edge, in accordance with the

westerly of the to
removal of these 1 :
responsibility of the Ow
resulting from such remov:
necessary and colored to m

ittee to properly remove and dispose of any and all debris
he coastal bluff protective device (gunite) shall be patched if
naturally match the adjacent bluffs.

INFORMATION ONLY:
¢ The issuance of this discretionary use permit alone does not allow the immediate

commencement or continued operation of the proposed use on site. The operation allowed
by this discretionary use permit may only begin or recommence after all conditions listed
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on this permit are fully completed and all required ministerial permits have been issued and
received final inspection.

e Any party on whom fees, dedications, reservations, or other exactions have been imposed
as conditions of approval of this Permit, may protest the imposition within ninety days of
the approval of this development permit by filing a written protest with the City Clerk
pursuant to California Government Code-section 66020.

exactions have been imposed
osition within ninety days of
protest with the City Clerk

e Any party on whom fees, dedications, reservations, or ot
as conditions of approval of this Permit, may protest th
the approval of this development permit by filing a wr
pursuant to California Government Code-section 66(

e This development may be subject to impa
issuance.

APPROVED by the Hearing Officer of the City
[Approved Resolution Number].
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Permit Type/PTS Approval No.: SDP No. 1130780 and SDP No. 1131955
Date of Approval:

AUTHENTICATED BY THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
DEPARTMENT

John S. Fisher
Development Project Manager

NOTE: Notary acknowledgment
must be attached per Civil Code
section 1189 et seq.

The undersigned Owner/Permitte
this Permit and promises to perform

Karen B. Morse
Owner

Robert J. Morse
Owner/Permittee

By

Robert J. Morse
Owner

NOTE: Notary acknowledgments

must be attached per Civil Code
section 1189 et seq.
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ATTACHMENT 8
NOTICE OF EXEMPTION

TO: X RECORDER/COUNTY CLERK FROM: CITY OF SAN DIEGO
P.O. Box 1750, MS A-33 DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT
1600 PACIFIC HWY, ROOM 260 1222 FIRST AVENUE, MS 501
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-2422 SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESEARCH
1400 TENTH STREET, RooM 121
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

PROJECT NO.: 323667 PROJECT TITLE: Morse Residence
PROJECT LOCATION-SPECIFIC: 5550 Calumet Avenue, La Jolla, CA 92037
PROJECT LOCATION-CITY/COUNTY: San Diego/San Diego

DESCRIPTION OF NATURE AND PURPOSE OF THE PROJECT: COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT (CDP) and SITE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
(SDP) to remodel an existing 2,010 square-foot, one-story single family residence, construct a 925 square-foot first and second
story addition, and reconstruct an existing wood deck on a 0.12-acre site. The project also includes an after the fact approval for
an existing concrete reinforced Gunite wall on the bluff face. The project is located within the RS-1-7 zone, Coastal Overlay zone
(Appealable), Coastal Height and Sensitive Coastal Overlay, Environmentally Sensitive Lands — Sensitive Coastal Bluffs, Parking
Impact Overlay, Residential Tandem Parking Overlay, Geologic Hazard Categories 12, 47 and 53, Transit Area Overlay and First
Public Roadway within the La Jolla Community Plan area; in Council District 1.

NAME OF PUBLIC AGENCY APPROVING PROJECT: City of San Diego

NAME OF PERSON OR AGENCY CARRYING OUT PROJECT: Robert Morse, 9012 Bald Eagle Drive, Las Vegas, NV 89134, (703)
981-8961

EXEMPT STATUS: (CHECK ONE)
() MINISTERIAL
() DECLARED EMERGENCY
() EMERGENCY PROJECT
(v)  CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION: SECTION 15301: EXISTING FACILITIES

REASONS WHY PROJECT IS EXEMPT: The project has been determined to be exempt from CEQA pursuant to Section 15301 of
CEQA Guidelines. Section 15301 allows additions to existing structures that would not result in more than a 50 percent increase of
the floor area of the structure before the addition. None of the exceptions listed in CEQA Guidelines Section 15003.2 apply,
therefore this exemption is applicable to the proposed project.

LEAD AGENCY CONTACT PERSON: Rhonda Benally TELEPHONE: (619) 446-5468

IF FILED BY APPLICANT:
1. ATTACH CERTIFIED DOCUMENT OF EXEMPTION FINDING.
2. HAS A NOTICE OF EXEMPTION BEEN FILED BY THE PUBLIC AGENCY APPROVING THE PROJECT?
() YES () No

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED THAT THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO HAS DETERMINED THE ABOVE ACTIVITY TO BE EXEMPT FROM CEQA

“;%’ér’%‘/ﬁ” f% W DECEMBER10, 2014

7
SIGNATURE/DEPUTY DIRECTOR DATE
CHECK ONE:
(X) SIGNED BY LEAD AGENCY DATE RECEIVED FOR FILING WITH COUNTY CLERK OR OPR:

( ) SIGNED BY APPLICANT




Attachment 9

LOT SIZE:

FRONT SETBACK:

STREETSIDE SETBACK:
REAR SETBACK:

NA

HEIGHT LIMIT: 30 foot maximum height limit.

5,000 square-foot minimum lot size.
FLOOR AREA RATIO: 0.59

Established setback of 5 feet per Map No. 2799.
SIDE SETBACK: 4 feet.

13 feet.
PARKING: 2 parking spaces required.

PROJECT NAME: Morse Residence
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Renovation and addition to siﬁgle family structure, permitting after-
the-fact gunite on the coastal bluff.
COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: LaJolla
DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS: | Site Development Permit & Coastal Development Permit
COMMUNITY PLAN LAND Low Density Residential
USE DESIGNATION:
ZONING INFORMATION:
ZONE: RS-1-7

RECOMMENDATION:

November 7, 2013, to recommend approval of the project

LAND USE EXISTING LAND USE
ADJACENT DESIGNATION &
PROPERTIES: ZONE
NORTH: Low Density Residential/ Single family residential
RS-1-7
SOUTH: Low Density Residential/ Single family residential
RS-1-7
EAST: Low Density Residential/ Single family residential
RS-1-7
WEST: Pacific Ocean Varies
DEVIATIONS OR None proposed.
VARIANCES REQUESTED:
COMMUNITY PLANNING The La Jolla Community Planning Association voted 12:1:1 on
GROUP




* ATTACHMENT 1 0

LA JTOLLA COMMUNITY PLANNING ASSQCIATION
P.O. Box 889 La Jolla CA 92038 Ph 858.456.7900
http://'www.LaJollaCPA.org Email: Info@LaJollaCPA.org

Regular Meeting — 7 November 2013

Attention: John Fisher, PM

City of San Diego
Project: ~ Morse Residence
5550 Calmet Ave.
PN: 323667
Motion: To accept the recommendations of the DPR Committee: Vote: 12-1-1

Findings can be made to recommend a Coastal
Development Permit and Site Development Permit to
construct an addition at the first and second stories, and
reconstruct existing wood deck 6-0-1

S /)
i / 12 November 2013
Submitted Tony Crisafi, President Date

by: La Jolla CPA



ATTACHMENT 1 1

§ City of San Diego
Development Services
1222 First Ave., MS-302
San Diego, CA 92101
(819) 446-5000

Ownership Disclosure
Statement

Tre Ciry or San heso

Approval Type: Check appropriate box for type of approval (s) requested: |~ Neighborhood Use Permit T’anstal Development Permit

I site Development Permit - Planned Development Permit I ?gndltlonal Use Permit
Other

Project No. For City Use Only

323¢677

- Neighborhood Development Permit
™ variance | Tentative Map r Vesting Tentative Map [ Map Waiver | Land Use Plan Amendment -

Project Title

YNWOV'SE LS Dentt.

Project Address:

L£550 Cﬂ'tu.w'\e»f“} La lo

1N (Jﬁ

Part [ - To be completed when property is held by Individual(s) . {

; . : P!ease list
below the owner(s) and tenam(s) (n‘ apphcable) of the above referenced property. The list must include the names and addresses of aH persons
who have an interest in the property, recorded or otherwise, and state the type of property interest (e.g., tenants who will benefit from the permit, all
individuals who own the property). A signature js required of at least one of the owners. Attach additional pages if needed. A signature
from the Assistant Executive Director of the San Diego Redevelopment Agency shall be requirad for all project parcels for which & Disposition and
Development Agreement (DDA} has been approved / executed by the City Council. Note: The applicant is responsible for notifying the Project
Manager of any changes in ownership during the time the application is being processed or considered. Changes in ownership are 1o be given to
the Project Manager at least thirty days prior to any public hearing on the subject property. Failure to provide accurate and current ownership

information could result in a delay in the hearing process.

HKNO

Additional pages attached | Yes

aual (fype or print).

Name ¢t Indivi
?2.@ Tl

ORE @

Name of Indl idual (type or print;
ORLE.

}{E)wner [ Tenantlesses [ Redeveiopment Agency

Be
"f}( Owner

[ TenantlLessee [ Redevelopment Agency
Sireet Address:

Street /-\dcire!iskgg ““}H I%QC.KTK% ?\cj\ 'ﬂ 3-S@ ,

2y Pradthec Rl #350)

Chy/State/Zip: W)N\‘%ﬁ CA 30326

City/State/Zip: @'\"Qvﬁm é@ %Bl ('_:;7

e L — e T
CRN P Y [2) 13 e Y23

Name of Individual (typa ot ptint):

Name of Individual (type or print);

[T Owner | TenantiLessee | Redevelopment Agency 7 Owner [ Tenant/Lessee | Redevelopment Agenay
Street Address: Street Address:

City/State/Zip: City/State/Zip:

Phone No: Fax No: Phone No: Fax No:
Signature : ' Date: Signature : Date:

Printed on recycled paper. Visit our web site at www sandieqo gov/develonmeni-services
Upon request, this information is available in alternative formats for persons with disabilities,

DS-318 (5-05)

b,



